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House of Representatives 
The House met at 10 a.m. and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. JOLLY). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
November 18, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAVID W. 
JOLLY to act as Speaker pro tempore on this 
day. 

PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 11:50 a.m. 

f 

REMEMBERING MY FRIEND, 
HOWARD COBLE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. HOYER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HOYER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to pay tribute to a dear friend of 
mine and an outstanding Member of 
this House who passed away on Novem-
ber 3. 

Howard Coble served this House with 
honor, always concerned first and fore-
most with how the policies it enacted 
would affect those he served in North 
Carolina’s Sixth Congressional Dis-
trict. 

Howard Coble was a son of Greens-
boro, a Coast Guard veteran of the Ko-
rean war, a prosecutor, and a dedicated 
public servant. Howard believed strong-
ly in this House and its role in our de-
mocracy. 

In the 30 years we served together, we 
stood on opposite sides of debate far 
more than we were on the same side, 
but we had a close friendship that tran-
scended politics or policy. Howard 
Coble was one of the kindest and most 
warm-hearted individuals I have en-
countered in my years of service in this 
Capitol. 

Howard was incredibly proud of his 
North Carolina roots. He tried his best 
to make it to every parade and event in 
his district that he could. He was a 
champion of our Nation’s first respond-
ers. 

We served together in the Congres-
sional Fire Services Caucus. Howard 
was steadfast in advocating for fire-
fighter safety and for our Nation to 
meet its responsibility to those who 
fell in service to their communities. 

On many occasions we participated 
together in ceremonies to honor the 
families of the fallen, and we met with 
those families as well. Howard’s com-
passion and his devotion to these fami-
lies were unparalleled. 

He was also chair of the Congres-
sional Trademark Caucus. We worked 
together on intellectual property 
issues over the years, an area critical 
to our economic competitiveness. 

Mr. Speaker, like so many of our col-
leagues, I will miss Howard Coble very 
much. 

There was a great incident that hap-
pened here on the floor of this House. 
In 1994 or 1993, Howard Coble came over 
to me. His chief of staff was a Univer-
sity of Maryland graduate. Howard 
Coble came over to me. Howard Coble 
was sort of a curmudgeon soul with a 
wonderful gravelly voice. He came over 
to me and said: STENY, you need to hire 
Debbie Yow at the University of Mary-
land as your athletic director. 

Mr. Speaker, frankly, I didn’t know 
what to think of this gravelly voiced, 
hard-nosed North Carolinian because 
he was not necessarily a Maryland fan 
himself, of course, there being four ex-
traordinary teams in North Carolina. 

I looked at Howard Coble. I didn’t 
know Debbie Yow, but she was from 
North Carolina. As a matter of fact, 
her sister was the great coach at North 
Carolina State of the women’s basket-
ball team. 

When I got back to my office, I called 
up Brit Kirwan, Mr. Speaker, who was 
the president of the University of 
Maryland at College Park at that point 
in time. I said: Brit, I don’t know 
Debbie Yow, but Howard Coble believes 
she would be a good athletic director. 
If she can convince Howard Coble that 
one of the few women to head up an 
NCAA Division I athletic program 
would be a good athletic director, she 
must be really something. 

We hired her just a few weeks later, 
and Howard Coble was right. She was 
extraordinary. She is now back in 
North Carolina. 

But it was that kind of relationship I 
had with Howard Coble, as did so many 
Members on this floor. He loved the 
House and served it with distinction 
and humor. He believed that working 
together across party lines was in the 
best interest of America. 

Those of us who were privileged to 
serve with Howard will always remem-
ber his geniality, his intellect, his 
abiding love of country, and, of course, 
his State of North Carolina. He left a 
lasting imprint on his community, his 
State, his country, and this House. 

Mr. Speaker, we thank him for his 
lifetime of service. 

f 

JONNY WADE’S FIGHT AGAINST 
CANCER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. RODNEY DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes. 
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Mr. RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise today to recognize my 
friend, Jonny Wade, an 8-year-old from 
Jerseyville, Illinois, who is battling a 
rare form of brain and spinal cancer. 

After being diagnosed with cancer on 
Christmas Day of 2014, Jonny has un-
dergone several surgeries as well as 
multiple rounds of radiation and chem-
otherapy. Despite the diagnosis, Jonny 
continues to think of others, and his 
rallying cry remains, ‘‘I don’t want any 
other kid to have cancer.’’ 

While he was unable to travel to 
Washington, as I invited him to do just 
a few short months ago, to come here 
to advocate for cancer research, I want 
to take this time, Mr. Speaker, to 
speak out on his behalf. 

Cancer is the second leading cause of 
death for children, yet only 4 percent 
of cancer research funds go to children. 
Jonny and his twin brother Jacky have 
a special place in my heart because I 
am the parent of twin boys, too. While 
Jonny and Jacky may not be here with 
me today, they brought their cause to 
the Capitol. 

Pediatric cancer is a relentless dis-
ease, and we cannot waver in our ef-
forts to eradicate it. For Jonny and the 
thousands of children who are diag-
nosed with cancer each year, we must 
all work together to fully fund pedi-
atric cancer research. 

The favorite sport of Jonny and 
Jacky is baseball. These two guys right 
here like to go to baseball games and 
football games. Unfortunately for both 
of them, they are St. Louis Cardinals 
fans. Being an Atlanta Braves fan, I 
like to joke with them about their 
choice in teams. 

But I have got a baseball right here, 
Mr. Speaker, and I want to thank all 
the colleagues who signed this baseball 
for me. I wanted everybody to sign, but 
as you can see, there is no room left. 

This baseball is for you, Jonny. I 
want to thank you for being the fighter 
that you are. 

f 

THE CULTURE OF OPPOSITION 
NEEDS TO CHANGE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
Chuck Rosenberg, the acting adminis-
trator of the Drug Enforcement Admin-
istration, recently called the notion of 
smoking medical marijuana a joke. 

What is a joke is the job Rosenberg is 
doing as acting DEA administrator. He 
is an example of an inept, misinformed 
zealot who has mismanaged America’s 
failed policy of marijuana prohibition. 

Americans recognize it is time for a 
change in direction to legalize, regu-
late, and tax marijuana. Fifty-eight 
percent now support legalization, con-
tinuing an upward trend in public opin-
ion polls and at the ballot box. 

Over 75 percent of the American pub-
lic supports medical marijuana, as do a 
majority of American physicians. 

Rosenberg claims medical marijuana is 
a joke, but the proven therapeutic 
value of cannabis has prompted 23 
States, Guam, and the District of Co-
lumbia to approve its medical applica-
tion and an additional 17 States have 
authorized its more limited use. 

Rosenberg’s claim that more re-
search is necessary is true, but it reeks 
of hypocrisy because the DEA, under 
his leadership, has made badly needed 
cannabis research difficult, and often 
impossible. If Rosenberg was doing his 
job, he would have visited with some of 
the hundreds of thousands who have 
found medical marijuana has had a pro-
found effect on their lives and that of 
their families. 

President Obama is the first sitting 
President to tell the truth about can-
nabis. His administration has not acted 
to shut down the adult or medical 
marijuana reforms sweeping the coun-
try. Sadly, it isn’t just his DEA admin-
istrator who is undercutting his policy. 

Earlier this year the Department of 
Justice took an outrageously flawed 
position on the Rohrabacher-Farr 
amendment that passed with strong bi-
partisan support, which clearly speci-
fied that the Federal Government 
should not interfere with State legal 
medical marijuana operations. 

The Department of Justice and the 
DEA contend that it only prevents ac-
tion against States, not individuals. 
This is a ridiculous interpretation of 
the law and caused a Federal court in 
California to rule this interpretation 
‘‘defies language and logic’’ in deciding 
against them. 

More recently, the Senate passed the 
MILCON-VA appropriations bill, which 
included an amendment offered by my 
colleague in Oregon, Senator MERKLEY, 
mirroring my legislation to allow VA 
doctors to recommend medical mari-
juana to their patients in accordance 
with State law. 

Yet, on November 13, the Department 
of Veterans Affairs indicated they 
won’t allow doctors and patients to 
participate in State legal marijuana 
laws, even if this bill becomes law. 

Sadly, these actions by administra-
tion officials are indicative of a throw-
back ideology rooted in the failed war 
on drugs, which needs to stop. 

They do not reflect the overwhelming 
body of evidence about the effects of 
medical marijuana, the reforms hap-
pening at the State level and in Con-
gress, or the opinion of the American 
people. 

They don’t reflect the statements by 
the President himself and the official 
policy promulgated by former Deputy 
Attorney General Cole outlining the 
administration’s commitment to stay 
out of the way of State marijuana 
laws. 

There is overwhelming evidence that 
marijuana offers relief when nothing 
else has helped, including as a more ef-
fective pain management tool than 
highly addictive narcotics. Opioid 
overdoses are skyrocketing, and we 
have an epidemic of heroin abuse and 
overdose. 

Sadly, the culture of opposition in 
the Federal Government continues. On 
one level, we have this amazing 
progress at the State and local level. 
We have made significant progress here 
in Congress with the introduction of 
over 20 bills in both Chambers dealing 
with the Federal treatment of cannabis 
and hemp, and the successful votes on 
three amendments in the House and 
three in Senate committees in this 
Congress. 

This culture needs to change. Leader-
ship needs to change. Rosenberg is 
clearly not the right fit for the DEA in 
this administration. 

I would hope that the President di-
rects the heads of all relevant agencies 
to adjust their policies, clarify regula-
tions that deal with marijuana laws, 
establish policies that reflect changing 
State laws, and, most importantly, re-
flect the President’s own position. 

He has said that he has bigger fish to 
fry than interfere with State legaliza-
tion efforts. It is time that the rest of 
his administration gets on board, and 
it should start with a new head of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEE CRISIS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Florida (Mr. CURBELO) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, last week’s gruesome terrorist at-
tacks in Paris were a disturbing re-
minder that the war on terror is ongo-
ing and that radical Islamic extremism 
represents a clear and present danger 
to all freedom-loving civilized people. 

The time from September 11, 2001, up 
until today has been difficult for our 
Nation. We have seen our young men 
and women engaged in endless wars. 
We have lost thousands of American 
lives and spent a significant portion of 
our national treasure fighting in the 
Middle East. Costly mistakes were 
made in Afghanistan, Iraq, and Libya. 
We are understandably a war-weary 
people. 

However, last Friday we were re-
minded that the consequences of inac-
tion or of weak actions are far greater 
than any risks associated with making 
a serious and unwavering commitment 
to confronting and defeating radical 
terrorists. 

ISIS is not a problem to be managed 
or contained. This ambitious terrorist 
organization is a dangerous enemy of 
the United States and our allies that 
must be eradicated. If we refuse to 
fight ISIS on their home turf, we will 
have to fight them in the streets of 
Paris and maybe in our own commu-
nities. 

Just as the previous administration 
recognized that its Iraq strategy was 
failing and needed a jolt, it is now time 
for President Obama and his national 
security team to show that they are se-
rious about destroying this dangerous 
threat to the stability of the world and 
to our own very lives. 
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Mr. Speaker, I have cosponsored a 
resolution authorizing the use of mili-
tary force introduced by the gentleman 
from Illinois, my friend ADAM 
KINZINGER. It would guarantee the 
President and our military every tool 
necessary to defeat ISIS. This resolu-
tion deserves a vote so that we can 
fight to win a war that we cannot af-
ford to lose. 

CUBAN CRISIS 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-

er, since the announcement of the 
President’s engagement policy with the 
Cuban dictatorship in December of last 
year, we have witnessed a 78 percent 
spike in the number of Cubans arriving 
into our country. An untold number 
have been lost to the sea. 

But they aren’t only coming by sea. 
Thousands of Cubans are illegally en-
tering Central American nations, mak-
ing the long trek north through Mexico 
and entering via our southern border. 
Too many are at the mercy of rep-
rehensible human trafficking rings. 

Costa Rican authorities report that 
the number of Cubans entering their 
country illegally has grown from 5,400 
last year to 12,166 so far this year. This 
problem has become so severe that the 
Costa Rican Government had to tempo-
rarily close its borders this past week-
end. 

These trends show no signs of letting 
up, and I am concerned about another 
migrant crisis overwhelming our Na-
tion, particularly south Florida. This 
is a matter of our national security 
and requires the President’s immediate 
attention. 

Cubans on the island seem to be re-
acting to the administration’s new pol-
icy with desperation and fear, risking 
their lives and their safety to escape 
the prison that is Castro’s Cuba. 

WHITE HOUSE ACCREDITATION ALTERNATIVE 
Mr. CURBELO of Florida. Mr. Speak-

er, today I rise in support of the admin-
istration’s proposal to provide an alter-
native to accreditation for providers 
who develop partnerships with accred-
ited institutions. The introduction of a 
regulator to judge programs like com-
puter coding boot camps can help chal-
lenge traditional accreditors to put 
more focus on the success of students 
after graduation. 

This could be the groundwork for a 
true alternative to accreditation that 
would not replace the traditional sys-
tem. Rather, it would enhance and 
allow other successful models to access 
funding resources to replicate and ex-
tend their reach. 

Accreditors maintain an important 
role within higher education; however, 
alternative models can help deal with 
segments that traditional accreditors 
may not be able to address effectively. 
As a large number of students enroll in 
noninstitutional programs, we should 
encourage the growth of successful 
models that are providing students 
with a path to successful and reward-
ing careers. 

Emphasizing outputs is an important 
step forward in helping the system of 
higher education in the United States 
evolve. As we continue our work to-
ward reauthorizing the Higher Edu-
cation Act here in the House, I look 
forward to collaborating with my col-
leagues to ensure that we are helping 
prepare students for success. 

In education, one size does not fit all. 
This step by the administration is one 
in the right direction. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO A FRIEND, REGINALD 
‘‘HATS’’ ADAMS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise to pay tribute to Mr. 
Reginald ‘‘Hats’’ Adams, a dear friend 
whom I have known and worked with 
since the late 1960s. 

In 1986, Hats was hired as the chief 
youth worker at the Mile Square 
Health Center. He had previously 
worked with the Boys and Girls Clubs 
of Chicago. After having the titles of 
community liaison and employee rela-
tions coordinator, he was named direc-
tor of community affairs at Rush-Pres-
byterian-St. Luke’s Medical Center in 
1974 and held that position which he de-
fined and redefined several times to co-
incide with what he was doing. 

Rush-Presbyterian-St. Luke’s Med-
ical Center is a large, complex, and di-
verse corporate entity which trains 
thousands of doctors, nurses, and other 
medical personnel and has an excellent 
record of patient care. 

Much of Mr. Adams’ work involved 
outreach to the broad community on 
the medical center’s behalf. Over the 
years, he has worked with municipal, 
county, and State entities, while at the 
same time developing and maintaining 
close ties to grassroots organizations, 
social service agencies, and faith insti-
tutions. 

Mr. Adams has always been seriously 
interested in and involved with young 
people. His youth development work is 
legendary. He has paid special atten-
tion to the educational concerns of mi-
nority students. As a result, Rush 
sponsors summer work study programs 
for minority college students, summer 
internships for high school students, 
and math and science enrichment pro-
grams for students at more than 60 ele-
mentary and high schools. 

Through Mr. Adams’ efforts, the 
Science and Math Excellence Network 
was launched in 1991. The network is a 
coalition of public and private organi-
zations working directly with the local 
schools to improve science and math 
education for elementary students. 

Rush and its corporate partners spon-
sor after-school science clubs, provide 
judging at local science fairs, offer 
summer training programs for teach-
ers, and sponsor a mobile science lab 
that visits schools without laboratory 
facilities. 

Each year, the network hosts an 
awards dinner to recognize the top 
science and math students at partici-
pating schools. Since 1991, the network 
also has coordinated the construction 
of 10 science laboratories in local 
schools, including several specially de-
signed facilities for preschool-age chil-
dren. Mr. Adams served as president of 
the network. 

Notwithstanding his outstanding pro-
fessional work and civic involvement, 
Mr. Adams has always been endeared 
to his personal family, church, and 
friends. He was passionate about his 
family, and at times was known to 
have his own seat staked out at church. 

Mr. Adams was also actively involved 
in the affirmative action activities of 
the medical center and helped assure 
that minority vendors, contractors, 
and business interests had access to 
business opportunities at the medical 
center. 

Hats was a man of great wisdom, 
courage, and determination, always 
protecting the interests of the medical 
center but never forgetting the com-
munity from which he came and was a 
part of. 

The poet Kipling may have had Hats 
in mind when he wrote: 

If you can walk with Kings and Queens and 
not lose the common touch; if neither foes 
nor loving friends can hurt you; if all men 
matter with you, but none too much; and fi-
nally, if you can give the unforgiven moment 
with 60 seconds’ worth of distance run; yours 
will be the Earth and all that is in it; and 
what is more, you will be a man, my son. 

Reginald ‘‘Hats’’ Adams, what a man. 
His life is gone, but his legacy lives on. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
Tennessee (Mrs. BLACKBURN) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to discuss the issue of the 
Syrian refugees and the Islamic State 
terrorists who are coming across our 
southern border and, in relation to 
this, the Office of Refugee Resettle-
ment loophole that exists there. 

Also, Mr. Speaker, as I begin my re-
marks, I commend the House and our 
Speaker for speaking out and taking an 
action to condemn the Paris attacks. 

This administration has announced 
its intention to resettle 10,000 Syrian 
refugees within the United States in 
fiscal year 2016. Now, I want you to 
think about that number, 10,000 in the 
year 2016. They will go to resettlement 
communities all across the country, if 
the administration has its way. 

It is important to note that the Of-
fice of Refugee Resettlement, or the 
ORR as it is called, does not simply re-
settle refugees from overseas. In fact, 
the ORR has been resettling thousands 
of illegal aliens that are coming across 
our southern border. 

I want to read to you from their 2013 
report to Congress: 

‘‘Other Categories Eligible for Assist-
ance and Services. 
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‘‘Certain other persons admitted to 

the U.S. or granted status under other 
immigration categories also are eligi-
ble for refugee benefits.’’ 

In addition, certain persons deemed 
to be victims of a severe form of traf-
ficking, though not legally admitted as 
refugees, are eligible for ORR benefits 
to the same extent as refugees. 

That is correct; the ORR resettles il-
legal aliens not classified as refugees, 
providing another potential gateway 
for the Islamic State terrorists. 

Frankly, we would know more about 
the ORR activities if they filed their 
annual reports, as required in section 
413(a) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act, and did it in a timely fash-
ion. The last report we have from them 
is 2013. It is not transparent, it is not 
accountable, and it cannot be trusted. 

I know this firsthand, Mr. Speaker. I 
wrote Secretary Burwell twice last 
year about resettlement activities at 
the ORR and have been investigating 
them since July 2014, when Congress-
man BRIDENSTINE and I traveled to a 
UAC facility at Fort Sill, Oklahoma. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
those letters to Secretary Burwell. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 21, 2014. 
Hon. SYLVIA M. BURWELL, 
Secretary, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SECRETARY BURWELL: It has come to 

my attention that you have failed to submit 
an annual report to Congress regarding the 
activities of the Office of Refugee Resettle-
ment (ORR) since Fiscal Year 2012. The Sec-
retary is required by law to submit an an-
nual report pursuant to Section 413(a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act ‘‘no later 
than the January 31 following the end of 
each fiscal year, . . .’’ Reports had been filed 
annually since 1980 before abruptly stopping 
after the FY2012 submission. 

It is important that ORR operate trans-
parently given its role in re-settling thou-
sands of illegal aliens who crossed our 
Southern border last summer. ORR has re-
leased more than 45,000 Unaccompanied 
Alien Children (UAC) into our country to 
adult sponsors through September 30th of 
this year. My home state of Tennessee has 
had over 1,000 UACs released within its bor-
ders alone. I expect a thorough update on 
these activities. 

I would also note that ORR’s budget ap-
pears to have grown exponentially. ORR re-
ceived over $750,000,000 million in funding in 
FY2012. However, HHS requested almost $1.5 
billion for ORR in its FY2015 ‘‘Justification 
of Estimates for Appropriations Commit-
tees’’. Without annual reports being provided 
to Congress as part of the oversight process, 
it becomes increasingly difficult to approve 
requested funding. 

I look forward to your immediate submis-
sion of ORR’s FY2013 report to Congress. 
Also, I expect ORR’s FY2014 report no later 
than January 31, 2015, as required by law. 

Sincerely, 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, 

Member of Congress. 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, December 17, 2014. 
Hon. SYLVIA M. BURWELL, 
Secretary, U.S. Department of Health and 

Human Services, Washington, DC. 
DEAR SECRETARY BURWELL: An article ti-

tled ‘‘Crossing alone: Children fleeing to U.S. 

land in shadowy system’’ was published in 
the Houston Chronicle on May 24th, 2014. The 
Chronicle’s investigation revealed that over 
one-hundred ‘‘significant incident reports’’ 
were obtained from the Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS) through a 
Freedom of Information Act Request (FOIA) 
and detailed instances where children were 
abused by Office of Refugee Resettlement 
(ORR) staff members between March 2011 and 
March 2013. The article contains several 
troubling statements: 

1) ‘‘No shelter worker has been prosecuted 
under a 2008 federal provision that makes 
sexual contact with a detainee in ORR’s care 
a felony.’’ 

2) ‘‘Youths in ORR custody in Texas were 
molested as they slept, sexually harassed 
and seduced by staff members during the 
past decade, records from state childcare li-
censing investigators and law enforcement 
show. They were shoved, kicked, punched 
and threatened with deportation if they re-
ported abuses, investigators found.’’ 

3) ‘‘The Office of Refugee Resettlement re-
lies on state childcare licensing and local po-
lice to investigate abuses of the children in 
its care, instead of notifying the FBI of seri-
ous allegations. In the hands of local police 
and prosecutors, criminal cases have crum-
bled because of sloppy detective work, com-
munication gaps with officials and jurisdic-
tion confusion.’’ 

On May 17, 2012 the President issued a 
memorandum regarding implementation of 
the Prison Rape Elimination Act of 2003 
(PREA). The memo stated that ‘‘Each agen-
cy is responsible for, and must be account-
able for, the operations of its own confine-
ment facilities, and each agency has exten-
sive expertise regarding its own facilities, 
particularly those housing unique popu-
lations.’’ 

On March 7, 2013 the President signed the 
Violence Against Women Act (VAWA) into 
law. Section 1101 of VAWA amended PREA 
as follows: ‘‘Not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of the Violence Against 
Women Reauthorization Act of 2013, the Sec-
retary of Health and Human Services shall 
publish a final rule adopting national stand-
ards for the detection, prevention, reduction 
and punishment of rape and sexual assault in 
facilities that maintain custody of unaccom-
panied alien children.’’ 

According to the Chronicle’s investigation 
and a letter you received from fifty-nine 
House Democrats this week, your depart-
ment has still not published a final rule. 
This delay directly violates Section 1101 of 
VAWA. Your failure to act timely is unac-
ceptable given the seriousness of these 
issues. As a result, please provide responses 
and document production, as requested, re-
lating to the following inquiries: 

1) Has HHS published a final rule adopting 
final standards for the detection, prevention, 
reduction and punishment of rape and sexual 
assault in facilities that maintain custody of 
unaccompanied children? If so, when did this 
occur? 

2) Please explain why HHS delayed, or con-
tinues to delay, publishing a final rule, as re-
quired by law. 

3) In FY2014, ORR released 53,518 unaccom-
panied alien children to sponsors within the 
United States. Please produce any signifi-
cant incident reports filed by, or on behalf 
of, unaccompanied alien children against 
ORR employees in FY2014, regardless of the 
format in which they are stored. If you re-
dact information, or are unable to produce 
said reports, outline any legal privileges or 
exemptions the department is relying upon. 

4) Please disclose the number of ORR em-
ployees currently being investigated by law 
enforcement for sexual misconduct or abuse 
involving unaccompanied alien children. 

5) Please disclose the number of ORR em-
ployees disciplined or investigated by HHS 
for sexual misconduct or abuse of unaccom-
panied alien children in FY2014. 

6) What efforts has ORR undertaken to 
work with federal law enforcement to pros-
ecute employees accused of child abuse with-
in its facilities since 2011? 

7) What initiatives has ORR undertaken on 
its own to protect children from abuse with-
in its facilities since 2011? Please include any 
internal rules or memorandums that were 
drafted to address this issue. 

ORR’s failure to timely comply with the 
law is unacceptable and not in keeping with 
the Administration’s pledges of trans-
parency. Please provide responses to the 
above inquiries, along with requested docu-
mentation, within fifteen days of receipt of 
this correspondence. 

Sincerely, 
MARSHA BLACKBURN, 

Member of Congress. 

Mrs. BLACKBURN. We know that 
there are more than Mexicans and Cen-
tral Americans coming across that 
southern border, and we know that 
once they are here, the ORR has no 
way of tracking them and keeping up 
with them. 

In April, a Judicial Watch report 
cited a Mexican army officer and police 
inspector who advised that ISIS was 
operating training bases in close prox-
imity to the U.S. southern border. An-
other report from August 2014 advised 
that social media traffic indicated ISIS 
was planning to infiltrate the southern 
border in order to carry out a terrorist 
attack. 

Due to these findings, all of our re-
settlement services must be tempo-
rarily suspended. I am currently work-
ing on a solution with several of my 
colleagues to address the loophole that 
allows nonrefugees to be resettled. 

In the past 3 weeks, Islamic State 
terrorists have bombed a Russian jet-
liner, committed suicide bombings in 
Beirut, and massacred French citizens 
in Paris. They are now exporting their 
terror. There is simply no method that 
will allow us to determine with 100 per-
cent accuracy whether Syrians or ille-
gal aliens that we resettle into the U.S. 
are really ISIS jihadists. 

Mr. Speaker, is the ISIS threat con-
tained? No. 

Can we guarantee that Syrian refu-
gees who are resettled into the U.S. 
will not commit acts of terror against 
Americans? No. 

Do we know who these people are? 
No. 

Are they properly vetted? No. 
Would it be responsible to bring Syr-

ian refugees into this country after the 
attacks in Paris? No. 

Do Americans across this country 
want the administration to resettle 
Syrian refugees into the U.S.? No. 

Is the administration dangerously 
naive on this policy? Absolutely. 

I encourage my colleagues to look 
closely at the issue. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. RANGEL) for 5 minutes. 
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Mr. RANGEL. Mr. Speaker, I would 

like to join with the millions of Ameri-
cans that feel heart-based sympathy 
for the loss of our friends in Europe 
and France, particularly Paris, and, of 
course, to give sympathy to those peo-
ple that are absolutely hysterical on 
this issue as relates to refugees, even 
though there is no evidence at all that 
it was refugees that were responsible 
for the attacks. 

These types of unprovoked attacks 
do cause fear and, many times, irre-
sponsible behavior on behalf of people, 
as they attempt to instill fear in all 
people to such an extent that it shat-
ters the principles which this country 
was built on. 

b 1030 

Nevertheless, there is enough for us 
to be concerned about. There is enough 
for us to be fearful about, and there has 
to be concern as to what are we going 
to do about it. 

Those that read in the media and lis-
ten to it—and even Members of Con-
gress—will find that we have people 
that are now saying that we can’t win 
this war against ISIS unless we have 
more of our military on the ground 
fighting against the Assad government. 

We talk about sending troops over-
seas to put their lives in harm’s way as 
though it is just another foreign policy 
decision that Members of Congress can 
make without any regard at all to the 
constitutional responsibility we have 
to ourselves and to be an example for 
the world. 

Whenever this great Nation is threat-
ened, whenever our national security is 
threatened, the President should be 
coming to this House of Representa-
tives and the Senate and sharing with 
us what are the threats to our national 
security. And when it becomes abun-
dantly clear that we have to call upon 
our military in any way, we should 
have a declaration of war for the rea-
sons that the President has given to us. 

Our responsibility to our constitu-
ents is to share as much information as 
we can to tell them that war means 
sacrifice, loss of life. 

Yet, today, we haven’t had a declara-
tion of war since Franklin Roosevelt. 
Tens of thousands of Americans have 
died. 

In this recent crisis, less than 1 per-
cent of eligible Americans have actu-
ally put themselves in harm’s way be-
cause of executive mandate and the al-
lowance of the Congress to allow this 
to happen. And we have lost, just in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq, 7,000 American 
lives that some of us have to go to the 
funerals and explain the best that we 
can that, even though we are not at 
war, there would be American lives lost 
in foreign countries. 

I submit to you that if we believe 
that our national security is threat-
ened, we should have a declaration of 
war, we should have a draft, and we 
should have a way to pay for these 
wars, so that we would know that it is 
not easy sending your loved ones 

abroad and not even know the reasons 
that they are there. 

It would seem to me that, as every-
one heard, the President of France says 
they are at war against ISIS, that if we 
are at war against ISIS, whatever 
country they are representing, it 
should be brought to the American peo-
ple. It should be brought to the Con-
gress, and the President should ask us 
to declare war. 

But it is just totally not fair for peo-
ple in the House of Representatives to 
come here and to say that Americans 
should be sent overseas to fight an un-
known enemy, to put their lives in 
jeopardy and, perhaps, their families in 
jeopardy, without being able to say 
that they are fighting a war to pre-
serve democracy in this country. 

It just seems to me that whether you 
call them no feet on the ground, but 
boots on the ground, that if someone’s 
coming back here with a flag-draped 
coffin, that we should be able to say 
they fought for America, they died for 
America, and that we are fighting for 
peace and to end a war that has yet to 
be declared. 

f 

SHOWING OUR SUPPORT FOR THE 
PEOPLE OF FRANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. BARR) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
in strong support of our allies, the peo-
ple of France, and in strong condemna-
tion of the terrorist attacks in Paris, 
France, carried out by the Islamic 
State this past Friday. 

The people of France have been our 
allies since the American Revolution, 
and having traveled to Normandy and 
seeing the American flag over Omaha 
Beach, it underscores the important al-
liance that we have had with the peo-
ple of France throughout our history. 

Ever since the founding of our coun-
try, we have been united with the peo-
ple of France by our shared values of 
freedom and civil society and democ-
racy. The attack on Friday was an at-
tack on these values by barbaric ter-
rorists who want to impose their brutal 
and twisted version of Islam and au-
thoritarian rule across the world. 

We grieve for the massive loss of life, 
not just for the French people, but also 
for the victims and their families 
around the globe, including Nohemi 
Gonzalez, an American student from El 
Monte, California. 

We join the voices from around the 
world to condemn these attacks, but 
condemnation is not enough. 

As I saw firsthand while visiting Iraq 
and Afghanistan last month, the Presi-
dent’s strategy of withdrawal and con-
tainment is clearly not working. 

By underestimating the threat, refer-
ring to ISIL as the JV team, declaring 
that ISIL has been contained just 
hours before the brutal attacks in 
Paris, President Obama has allowed 
this radical Islamic cancer on human-
ity to fester and grow. 

Indeed, the key lesson of my trip to 
the Middle East is that American re-
treat has made the world a much less 
stable and a much more dangerous 
place. The weakness of the President’s 
foreign policy and U.S. withdrawal 
from the Middle East has allowed our 
adversaries, ISIL, Russia, Iran, the 
Taliban, al Qaeda, Jabhat Al-Nusra, to 
fill the vacuum, to grow stronger and 
become a much greater threat to our 
homeland and our interests. 

In contrast, our allies, Israel, the 
Jordanians, the government of Iraq, 
the Kurdish regional government, the 
unity government in Afghanistan, they 
have all become more threatened and 
more vulnerable. 

There is not a single place in the 
world which is safer or more stable 
today or where our adversaries are 
weaker or where our allies are stronger 
than on the day President Obama took 
office. 

The President has, in recent days, 
lectured his critics to come up with 
their own plan and regurgitated his 
tired old attacks on his predecessor’s 
successful national security policy. 

But if there is any lesson to be 
learned from the Obama policy in Iraq, 
as contrasted with U.S. policy after 
World War II in Japan and Germany, it 
is that once you win a war, do not 
leave. A residual security force and 
continued diplomatic engagement to 
prevent sectarian divisions would have 
reassured moderate Sunnis and pre-
vented the rise of ISIL. 

The President implies that his critics 
would lead us into another unpopular 
ground war in the Middle East, but we 
do not need to fight the Iraq war again. 
We have already won that war. 

But we do need to do more to combat 
ISIL. What about authorizing use of 
military force that doesn’t constrain 
the Commander in Chief, which is what 
the President sent us? 

Why don’t we do what our ally, 
Prime Minister al-Abadi, in Baghdad, 
wants and has asked us for, which is 
more U.S. air power, more U.S. special 
operators on the ground for better co-
ordination of the air campaign, more 
funding for the Iraqi train and equip 
fund? 

We must do more to help the mod-
erate forces, the indigenous forces on 
the ground, such as the Kurdish 
Peshmerga, to take back territory con-
trolled by ISIL. 

We must address the surge of refu-
gees pouring out of Syria and other 
war-torn countries across the Middle 
East. These people are in desperate 
need of help, but the answer is not to 
resettle them halfway around the 
world here in the United States. 

An open-ended resettlement program 
is, in fact, an admission of defeat, that 
their homes will never be safe for them 
to return to, so we had better assimi-
late them to new lands with new lan-
guages and new cultures. 

That is not the best solution for 
these refugees. And because we know 
that at least one of these terrorists in-
volved in the Paris attacks entered Eu-
rope by blending in with those trying 
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to flee ISIL, it could pose a national se-
curity risk to the United States. 

We shouldn’t take the indigenous 
fighters away from the anti-ISIL cam-
paign through an open-ended refugee 
program. Instead, let’s actively protect 
them in their home country by helping 
them defeat ISIL and win the war. 

The best thing we can do for these 
people is to defeat the enemy and to 
end their reign of terror, rape and op-
pression. We need a new strategy, not 
to contain ISIL, but to eliminate them. 

The refugee issue is a simple matter 
of common sense, but the problem is 
larger than the refugees. As we were 
reminded so tragically on Friday in 
Paris, failure to confront terrorists and 
radical ideologies abroad gives them an 
opportunity to grow and spread and at-
tack us here at home. 

So let’s grieve and pray for the peo-
ple of France, but let’s do more. Let’s 
rise up with them, with new resolve, to 
defend our shared commitment to lib-
erty, security, and freedom. 

f 

THE PIONEERING SPIRIT OF 3M 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to applaud the 3M 
Company, a great Minnesota business, 
for recently being named one of the top 
100 innovative organizations for the 
fifth consecutive year by Thomson 
Reuters in their fifth annual list of Top 
100 Global Innovators. 

Originally known as Minnesota Min-
ing and Manufacturing Company, 3M 
started out as a small-scale mining 
company in northern Minnesota. How-
ever, mining turned out to be an unsuc-
cessful venture, causing the company 
to suffer. Instead of accepting defeat, 
the company embraced a pioneering 
spirit and began to invent and produce 
other products. 

More than a century later, 3M has 
evolved into a multinational company 
that produces more than 65,000 prod-
ucts which are used all over the world. 
Among the many products created, the 
Post-it Note and Scotch Tape remain 
among the most well-known. 

As of today, one-third of 3M’s sales 
come from products that were invented 
within the past 5 years, making it clear 
that this company defines American 
creativity and innovation. 

Congratulations, 3M, and here is to 
another century of accomplishment. 

DR. BITTMAN—IMPROVING FUTURE 
GENERATIONS 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to celebrate one 
of Minnesota’s finest educators, Dr. 
Daniel Bittman. Dr. Bittman has been 
the superintendent of Sauk Rapids- 
Rice Public Schools since 2010 and this 
year has been named Superintendent of 
the Year by the Minnesota Association 
of School Administrators. 

Dr. Bittman earned both a master’s 
and doctorate of education from the 
University of Nevada, and has been 

working in education in Minnesota for 
more than 20 years. 

As a result of his continued efforts 
and leadership, the students of Sauk 
Rapids-Rice schools are now per-
forming at a higher level than ever be-
fore and thriving within a more en-
gaged and supportive community. 

Our children are the future of this 
country, and Dr. Bittman’s dedication 
to his students shows that our future is 
bright. 

Dr. Bittman, thank you for all you 
have done for our children and our 
communities and for all you will do in 
the future. Congratulations on being 
named Superintendent of the Year. 
You deserve it. 

NATIONAL DIABETES MONTH 
Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 

Speaker, in honor of National Diabetes 
Month, I rise today to voice my con-
cern for this disease that is plaguing 
our Nation. 

Statistics show that nearly 30 mil-
lion children and adults in the United 
States are currently living with diabe-
tes. In my home State of Minnesota, 
more than 8 percent of adults have 
been diagnosed with this difficult and 
dangerous disease. 

As if these harrowing statistics are 
not concerning enough, studies show 
that type 2 diabetes will continue to 
grow at widespread rates and that the 
future cost of diabetes will increase. In 
other words, our diabetes problem and 
the associated costs are going to get 
worse. 

This disease can often be prevented. 
While genetics play a role in devel-
oping diabetes, diet and exercise play a 
role in the development as well. If we 
eat better and exercise—in short, if we 
live healthy lifestyles—many of us can 
prevent the onset of diabetes. 

So I urge my colleagues here in Con-
gress to join me in raising awareness 
for diabetes. If we all put in the effort, 
I believe that our country can over-
come this epidemic. 

ALZHEIMER’S AWARENESS MONTH 
Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. 

Speaker, in honor of Alzheimer’s 
Awareness Month, I would like to bring 
attention to a disease that is all too 
prevalent in our country. 

Alzheimer’s is the most common 
form of dementia, and today, approxi-
mately 5.3 million Americans are liv-
ing with this disease. To put it in per-
spective, that is the same as the popu-
lation of the State of Minnesota. 

Alzheimer’s is a cruel disease that 
knows no limits. From the 30-year-old 
mother of three young ones who is suf-
fering from early onset Alzheimer’s to 
the elderly grandfather who fails to 
recognize his loved ones, this is a dis-
ease that is devastating families across 
our country. 

Unfortunately, statistics show that 
Alzheimer’s rates are rapidly increas-
ing. In fact, by 2050, the number of peo-
ple age 65 years or older with Alz-
heimer’s is estimated to triple. 

b 1045 
Mr. Speaker, at this point in time, 

Alzheimer’s cannot be prevented or 

cured, which is why we must work 
harder to ensure that one day life with-
out the risk of Alzheimer’s can become 
a reality. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair and not to a per-
ceived viewing audience. 

f 

ALZHEIMER’S DISEASE 
AWARENESS MONTH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Illinois (Mr. DOLD) for 5 minutes. 

Mr. DOLD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to recognize November as Alzheimer’s 
Disease Awareness Month. 

Mr. Speaker, approximately 5.3 mil-
lion Americans are currently suffering 
from Alzheimer’s. This disease is the 
sixth leading killer in the United 
States, yet there is currently no treat-
ment or cure for this horrible disease. 

This devastating disease will cost 
Medicare and Medicaid approximately 
$150 billion in 2015 alone. It also places 
an incredible burden on caregivers. Of-
tentimes these caregivers are family 
members who sacrifice their own well- 
being to care for their loved ones. 

We must work toward a cure, Mr. 
Speaker. This is one of the reasons why 
I was proud to be a cosponsor of the 
21st Century Cures Act earlier this 
summer. The bill would provide an ad-
ditional $8.75 billion in additional fund-
ing for the National Institutes of 
Health. Think about that for a second, 
Mr. Speaker. An opportunity for us to 
be able to invest in research so that we 
can actually have a breakthrough in 
some of the diseases that are the big-
gest drivers of our healthcare costs. 
For instance, we spend $330 billion each 
and every year treating diabetes; Alz-
heimer’s and Parkinson’s again will 
significantly eclipse that as we go for-
ward. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I believe that the 
best way to honor those who are im-
pacted by Alzheimer’s disease is by 
dedicating time and resources to find-
ing that very cure. I will continue to 
do just that, and I urge my colleagues 
here in the Chamber, across the aisle, 
and over in the Senate to be able to 
join me so that we can, once and for 
all, find a cure for this horrible disease. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. FITZPATRICK) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, 
America has a long tradition of open-
ing its arms to oppressed people from 
around the globe. While the human 
rights of those fleeing terror and de-
struction must be respected, it is vital 
that we work to ensure that our Na-
tion’s safety is in place in this time of 
turmoil and unrest. 

The United States cannot indefi-
nitely close itself to the stark realities 
of the world, nor should we hastily ac-
cept tens of thousands of people with-
out proper screening. That is why I 
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have called on Pennsylvania Governor 
Tom Wolf to suspend efforts to bring 
Syrian refugees to Pennsylvania until 
there are verifiable and robust mecha-
nisms in place to properly screen all 
participants for potential security 
risks. 

To facilitate the thorough screening 
needed, I am supporting legislation 
prompting the Department of Home-
land Security, in coordination with the 
Director of National Intelligence and 
the FBI, to provide new security assur-
ances before admitting refugees into 
the country and for the Government 
Accountability Office to conduct a 
sweeping review of security gaps in the 
current refugee review process. This 
measure addresses both shortcomings 
in our existing programs and ensures a 
role for congressional oversight. 

Mr. Speaker, the refugee crisis the 
world faces is a symptom of a larger 
problem: militant Islam and the efforts 
of groups like ISIS to destabilize and 
destroy others. We need a long-term so-
lution to this problem, and that in-
cludes defeating ISIS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until noon 
today. 

Accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 48 
minutes a.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1200 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker at 
noon. 

f 

PRAYER 

Reverend Christopher Weidner, St. 
Luke Lutheran Church, Gilbertsville, 
Pennsylvania, offered the following 
prayer: 

O God, You are our help in ages past, 
our hope for years to come. 

We remember Your servant leaders 
who have come before us, speaking 
light out of darkness, fashioning order 
out of chaos, and, mindful of the voice-
less, daring decision and deploying 
power for the life of our Nation and the 
care of the Earth. 

Move us by their witness, O God, and 
guide us by Your wisdom in every op-
portunity that comes before us now. 

And when our way is uncertain, 
untraveled, or unclear, when failure or 
fatigue drive us apart, restore our foot-
ing, reconnect us, by the gravity of 
Your grace. 

Remember us as one body, Members 
of this one House, faithful in our one 
service. 

Give us courage, inspire our imagina-
tion, nudge us to dare the possible in 
Your gift of today with our gifts for to-
morrow, in Your holy name, we pray. 

Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-

ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from Nebraska (Mr. ASHFORD) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. ASHFORD led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

WELCOMING REVEREND 
CHRISTOPHER WEIDNER 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. 
COSTELLO) is recognized for 1 minute. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 

Speaker, I rise to welcome and intro-
duce our guest chaplain for today, Pas-
tor Christopher L. Weidner, the pastor 
of St. Luke Lutheran Church in Gil-
bertsville, Pennsylvania. 

In 1985, Pastor Chris was ordained as 
a minister of the Southeastern Penn-
sylvania Synod of the Evangelical Lu-
theran Church in America. For 30 
years, he has played an active and im-
portant role in our local community, 
engaging in programs such as the com-
panionship ministries of the Evan-
gelical Lutheran Church in Tanzania, 
the Southeastern Pennsylvania Synod 
Council Finance Committee, the Bear 
Creek Lutheran Camp board of direc-
tors, and he has helped provide afford-
able housing for seniors through the 
St. Luke Knolls program. Additionally, 
he volunteers his time as a hospital 
chaplain. 

This coming Sunday, after 20 years, 
Pastor Chris will serve his final wor-
ship service at St. Luke’s. We wish him 
blessings on the next chapter in his 
ministry. 

It is with great pleasure that I wel-
come Pastor Christopher L. Weidner to 
the people’s House today and offer our 
most heartfelt thanks for leading us in 
prayer this morning as our guest chap-
lain. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PALAZZO). The Chair will entertain up 
to 15 further requests for 1-minute 
speeches on each side of the aisle. 

f 

TERROR WILL NOT PREVAIL 

(Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. RYAN of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, 
the world stands with the people of 
France this week. 

The events in Paris were horrifying. 
All of us were shaken by them. Yet we 
know that whenever terror like this 
strikes, the world community will 
rally together. Terror will not prevail. 
But these events should serve as a re-
minder: there is still evil out there. We 
cannot ignore it. We cannot contain it. 
We must defeat it. And we must pro-
tect our people. 

The country is uneasy and unsettled, 
and they have every right to be—not 
because of what they are hearing from 
politicians, but what they have seen 
with their own eyes. All of us here, Re-
publicans and Democrats, are hearing 
these concerns in our offices. 

People understand the plight of those 
fleeing the Middle East, but they also 
want basic assurances for the safety of 
this country. 

We are a compassionate nation. We 
always have been, and we always will 
be. But we also must remember that 
our first priority is to protect the 
American people. We can be compas-
sionate, and we can also be safe. 

That is what the bill that we are 
bringing up tomorrow is all about. It 
calls for a new standard of verification 
for refugees from Syria and Iraq. It 
would mean a pause in the program 
until we can be certain beyond any 
doubt that those coming here are not a 
threat. It is that simple. I don’t think 
it is too much to ask. 

I also want to point out that we will 
not have a religious test, only a secu-
rity one. If the intelligence and law en-
forcement community cannot certify a 
person presents no threat, then they 
should not be allowed in. This is com-
mon sense, and it is our obligation. 

Let me also say to Members and to 
the country that we cannot lose sight 
of the bigger threat in Syria. The ref-
ugee crisis is just a consequence of a 
failed policy in that region. The ulti-
mate solution is a plan to defeat ISIS. 

That is why we are sending to the 
President a bill this week that requires 
him to finally propose an overarching 
strategy to deal with Syria and the ter-
rorist threat in that region. This 
threat is not going away until we ac-
knowledge and confront the real dan-
ger that exists. 

There is a long road ahead, but 
today, for this moment, I urge all of 
my colleagues to support the legisla-
tion tomorrow and to help keep Amer-
ica safe. 

f 

HONORING DR. ROBERT HEANEY 

(Mr. ASHFORD asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ASHFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in honor of Dr. Robert Heaney on 
the occasion of his 87th birthday. It is 
an honor to share a birthday, Novem-
ber 10, with such a distinguished mem-
ber of our community. 

Dr. Heaney is a world-renowned re-
searcher in vitamin D deficiency. He is 
one of the most published researchers 
in the United States. He has published 
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over 400 original papers, chapters, and 
reviews on science and education. His 
accomplishments speak to his perse-
verance and commitment to innovation 
in his field. 

From 1971 to 1984, Dr. Heaney served 
as Professor Emeritus and Vice-Presi-
dent of Health Sciences for my law 
school alma mater, Creighton Univer-
sity, in Omaha. 

In addition to his own achievements 
in his own field, he is no stranger to 
nutrition policy. Dr. Heaney helped re-
define nutritional requirements by pro-
viding the link between malnutrition 
and long-term health problems. Most 
recently, he served as research director 
of Grassroots Health, a nonprofit orga-
nization committed to solving global 
vitamin D deficiency. 

I wish Dr. Heaney a very happy 87th 
birthday, and here’s to many more. 

f 

PRESIDENT SHOULD CHANGE 
COURSE 

(Mr. WILSON of South Carolina 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I am grateful this morning 
that General John Keane testified be-
fore a joint hearing of the Foreign Af-
fairs and Homeland Security Commit-
tees. General Keane provided an over-
view: 

‘‘ISIS is part of the multigenera-
tional struggle against radical Islam 
that will likely dominate the first half 
of the 21st century similar to the fight 
against communism, which dominated 
the second half of the 20th century. 
Fourteen years after 9/11, the U.S. has 
no comprehensive strategy or a global 
alliance to defeat radical Islam.’’ 

He explained further: 
‘‘What ISIS has accomplished in the 

last few weeks is unprecedented. While 
conducting a conventional war in Iraq 
and Syria, ISIS has staged terrorist at-
tacks on a global scale against the peo-
ple from countries who are fighting 
ISIS. The result is almost 900 casual-
ties in 12 days, both killed and wound-
ed, who are Russian, Lebanese, and 
mostly French in Paris.’’ 

The President should change course 
and accept the positive counsel of Gen-
eral Keane to defeat ISIS. Actions 
should be taken to prevent further at-
tacks, since in the last 48 hours ISIS 
has threatened to attack Washington 
and Rome. 

In conclusion, God bless our troops, 
and may the President, by his actions, 
never forget September the 11th in the 
global war on terrorism. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF NOHEMI 
GONZALEZ 

(Ms. HAHN asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. HAHN. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
to remember Nohemi Gonzalez, a 23- 
year-old Cal State Long Beach student 

whose life was cut short Friday night 
in the terrorist attacks in Paris. 

Nohemi was a shining star of the Cal 
State Long Beach design department. 
She was in Paris for the semester, 
studying at the Strate School of De-
sign and traveling Europe. It was her 
first time abroad. Nohemi has been de-
scribed as a cheerful soul and a self- 
driven young woman who had every-
thing at her feet. 

My heart goes out to her mother, 
Beatriz; her longtime boyfriend, Tim; 
and all of her family and friends. I can-
not imagine the pain they are feeling. 

This tragedy has brought home the 
devastation of terrorism, which often 
seems isolated and worlds away. Her 
murder has stunned all Americans, but 
it is particularly painful for the south-
ern California delegation in Congress 
and the Long Beach and El Monte com-
munities that lost one of their own. 

As we grieve for our own loss, we 
stand in solidarity with Paris and with 
the families of 129 victims killed in 
Friday’s attacks. As French authori-
ties continue raids to bring the per-
petrators of this ungodly violence to 
justice, our hearts are with the people 
of France, our loyal friend and our ear-
liest ally. 

f 

HONORING SHERIFF DENNY NAU 
ON HIS RETIREMENT 

(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in recognition of 
the contributions of Centre County, 
Pennsylvania, Sheriff Denny Nau, who 
will retire at the end of this year. 

Denny has served in that office for 
more than two decades after being 
elected in 1991. Before being elected 
sheriff, he served as a Pennsylvania 
State Police trooper. Sheriff Nau is 
also a marine, joining after graduating 
high school. 

Over his 24 years as Centre County 
Sheriff, Denny has influenced countless 
law enforcement officers. In fact, more 
than 40 of his former deputies are po-
lice officers in areas ranging from Al-
toona to Pittsburgh or are serving as 
State troopers. 

Nau has overseen great growth by the 
Centre County Sheriff’s Office along 
with transitions to new technology, 
from typewriters to the use of state-of- 
the-art software to track cases, to a 
videoconference system to conduct 
hearings. 

Mr. Speaker, Sheriff Denny Nau has 
provided a wonderful example of public 
service as a marine, a Pennsylvania 
State trooper, and high sheriff of Cen-
tre County. I wish my friend the best of 
luck in his retirement. 

f 

ALZHEIMER’S ASSOCIATION OF 
WESTERN NEW YORK 

(Mr. HIGGINS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. HIGGINS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to 
recognize the work of the Alzheimer’s 
Association of Western New York. 

There are 5.3 million Americans and 
their families living with Alzheimer’s. 
That number is expected to triple by 
2050. Two-thirds of Americans with Alz-
heimer’s are women, and 200,000 are 
under the age of 65. 

In western New York, 55,000 people 
have Alzheimer’s or a related demen-
tia. Last year, the Alzheimer’s Associa-
tion of Western New York provided 
10,000 service contacts for these pa-
tients and is an invaluable resource to 
western New York families. 

Alzheimer’s is a disease whose cause 
is unknown but whose end is absolutely 
certain. This House must work to-
gether to increase funding for Alz-
heimer’s research, and we must support 
the caregivers and volunteers who 
make a difference for millions of Amer-
icans and their families. 

f 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 

(Mr. BOST asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BOST. Mr. Speaker, the most im-
portant obligation we have is to keep 
Americans safe. 

As Paris has reminded us, there truly 
is evil in the world. We know that our 
seas and our borders alone will not pro-
tect us. We must act swiftly and smart-
ly in the face of this evil. 

While my heart hurts for innocent 
people suffering in Syria, our priority 
must be in keeping Americans safe. 
That is why I oppose the President’s ef-
fort to bring refugees to our shores 
without a real plan to vet them. That 
is not leadership. That is sticking your 
head in the sand. And in matters of life 
and death, we must do better. 

f 

b 1215 

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
IS SCARED 

(Mr. HIMES asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. HIMES. Mr. Speaker, the House 
is scared today. You hear it in the 
voices of my colleagues, and you hear 
it because the American people are 
scared as they come to learn the capa-
bilities of these evil psychopaths at 
ISIS. 

But, Mr. Speaker, this House, when 
we are scared, we do dumb things. We 
spend time forcing the cafeteria to re-
name french fries freedom fries. We in-
vade Iraq because we are angry at what 
comes out of the Middle East. 

Mr. Speaker, on May 13, 1939, the 
transatlantic liner, the St. Louis, sailed 
from Germany with almost 1,000 souls 
aboard, all Jews seeking to flee the 
murderous wrath of Adolf Hitler. This 
ship went to Cuba with the idea that it 
would come to the United States, but 
it was denied entry into the United 
States. 
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The refugees were reported to be 

Communists and anarchists, and we 
were scared of them—Jewish refugees 
fleeing Hitler. 

The ship was turned back. Nearly a 
quarter of the 1,000 souls lost their 
lives in Hitler’s Holocaust. It was not a 
good moment for the United States. It 
is a moral stain on our history. 

So let’s keep our people safe. We are 
the greatest country in the world. We 
can do that while not trading our 
moral values. 

Mr. Speaker, we are exceptional be-
cause we are good and because we are 
moral. Let’s not lose the moral part of 
that equation. 

f 

ATHENS AREA EMERGENCY FOOD 
BANK 

(Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today to congratulate 
the Athens Area Emergency Food Bank 
on the exemplary service that they 
provide to our community. This incred-
ible organization cares for the lives of 
thousands of families in Georgia’s 10th 
District and beyond. 

For the past 35 years, the Athens 
Area Emergency Food Bank has put 
food on the table of more than 175,000 
citizens who were facing economic 
hardship. This organization has deliv-
ered more than 3.25 million pounds of 
food to more than 65,000 families in 
northeast Georgia, and they have done 
so on a budget of $80,000. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in applauding the 
service and commitment of the Athens 
Area Emergency Food Bank. Their 
steadfast commitment to the commu-
nity is, indeed, inspiring. We are 
blessed to have such a dedicated orga-
nization as the Athens Area Emer-
gency Food Bank serving our folks at 
home. I wish them the best in the years 
to come. 

f 

REFUGEE IMPACT ON THE SAFETY 
OF THE UNITED STATES 

(Mr. LAMALFA asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. LAMALFA. Mr. Speaker, we 
know now that one of the terrorists 
who participated in the attack on Paris 
last Friday entered Europe by posing 
as a refugee. Unfortunately, we have no 
assurances that a similar tactic would 
not be successful here in the United 
States. 

The Director of the FBI has testified 
before Congress that there is simply no 
way to vet many of the Syrian refu-
gees. We cannot allow ISIS or any ter-
rorist group to exploit the refugee re-
settlement program to sneak terrorists 
into our country by having lax back-
ground standards. 

This is a real threat. ISIS has prom-
ised more attacks, and we must take 

that seriously. We need to, at the very 
least, pause and assess allowing Syrian 
refugees into the U.S. until we have a 
better screening procedure in place and 
focus on those that are persecuted, or 
even threatened with genocide, simply 
because of their being a religious mi-
nority. 

f 

TWENTIETH ANNIVERSARY OF 
THE LIVING VINE CHRISTIAN 
MATERNITY HOME 
(Mr. CARTER of Georgia asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise today to recognize the Living 
Vine Christian Maternity Home in Sa-
vannah, Georgia. For 20 years, Living 
Vine has been a safe haven for over 350 
women who are experiencing an unex-
pected pregnancy and have nowhere to 
turn for help. 

Once at Living Vine, they are pro-
vided with food, shelter, education, 
medical care, and a chance to learn 
about child care, financial manage-
ment, how to find a job, and much 
more. 

Day in and day out, Living Vine 
teaches a perspective that embodies 
true success. No matter what has hap-
pened in the past, Living Vine teaches 
women that they are valuable as a 
human being, they are valuable as a 
woman, and they are something to be 
treasured. 

The Living Vine Christian Maternity 
Home fulfills their purpose solely 
through private donations and through 
its new thrift store called 
Blessingdales. 

I am honored to have this organiza-
tion located in the First Congressional 
District of Georgia. I salute them for 20 
years of success and wish them contin-
ued success for years to come. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF MRS. 
DOROTHY ‘‘DOT’’ HELMS 

(Mr. ROUZER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ROUZER. Mr. Speaker, I pay 
tribute today to the extraordinary life 
of one of America’s finest women who 
recently passed on to be with our Cre-
ator. Mrs. Dorothy Helms, also known 
to many of us as ‘‘Dot,’’ was the long- 
time best friend and wife of the late 
U.S. Senator Jesse Helms. 

As a member of the Helms Senate 
family, I grew to know both of them 
very well. 

Senator Helms asked me one day, he 
said: ‘‘David, do you know where I get 
all my good ideas?’’ Without giving me 
a second to respond, he said, ‘‘Dot, you 
know.’’ 

For those of us who knew the two 
well, Dot was, in fact, the conservative 
of the family, and a strident and force-
ful communicator of her opinion on all 
matters. 

Dot Helms was a trailblazer in her 
own right. She was one of the first 

women to graduate from the Univer-
sity of North Carolina with a degree in 
journalism and later went on to work 
for the News & Observer as a society 
page editor. 

Meanwhile, Jesse Helms was there 
working as a sports reporter. The rest, 
of course, is history, and the two of 
them helped change history. 

As much as Dot Helms will be missed 
by all of us, something tells me the 
tall, lanky fellow from Monroe, North 
Carolina, is delighted to have her back 
at his side. 

f 

ISIS IS NOT CONTAINED 

(Mr. WENSTRUP asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. WENSTRUP. Mr. Speaker, ISIS 
is not contained. It is not enough to 
try and contain terrorists in the Mid-
dle East. They have proven capable of a 
global reach. 

Mere hope isn’t going to win this, nor 
is sporadic, short-term planning. Amer-
ican leadership and an international 
coalition are required. 

The U.S. should move to indefinitely 
suspend resettling Syrian refugees 
here. The records simply do not exist 
in a war-torn Syria to properly vet in-
dividuals with needed confidence. 

All involved will be better served 
with an established safe haven in the 
Middle East and addressing the root 
cause that provides a motive for people 
to leave their own homeland. 

Our first responsibility is to protect 
our Nation. No one wants to fight this 
war here. The world must defeat this 
ideology and its evildoers at their door-
step, not ours. 

Our Nation recognizes that we need a 
short- and a long-term strategy, a 
smart use of force, and a greater com-
mitment to victory. Eliminating the 
threat we face from the enemies of 
freedom is the challenge of this genera-
tion of Americans. 

Mr. Speaker, our children are count-
ing on us. 

f 

IN MEMORY OF KENNETH GEORGE 
MASSREY 

(Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in memory of 
Kenneth George Massrey, a dear friend 
who passed away on Sunday, October 
25, 2015, at the age of 66. 

Ken was a loving husband, father, 
brother and grandfather. He lived in 
San Juan Capistrano, California, where 
he was a successful entrepreneur, an 
avid sports fan, and a generous contrib-
utor to charity. 

The oldest of five children, Ken was 
born in Warwick, Rhode Island, and, at 
the age of six, his family moved to 
California. 

Ken received a scholarship to UCLA, 
where he was a catcher for the Bruins 
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baseball team. He later graduated from 
Cal State Long Beach. 

His professional career began at a 
California video security products 
firm, and in 1989, Ken launched his own 
company in Irvine, California, where he 
served as CEO for 26 years. 

Ken is survived by his wife, Barbara; 
his daughters, Katie and Chrissie; his 
grandson, Griffin; his son-in-law, Ryan 
Downey; and his four siblings. 

I am honored to have had the privi-
lege of calling Ken a friend. I have very 
fond memories of our political discus-
sions, and they were dynamic. 

He will be deeply missed by all those 
who knew him, and his memory will 
live on. 

f 

DEADLY ATTACKS IN PARIS 

(Mrs. DAVIS of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. DAVIS of California. Mr. Speak-
er, this past Friday, the world watched 
in horror the unfolding of the deadliest 
attack on French soil since World War 
II. 

The attacks in Paris killed 129 people 
from 26 countries, including one Amer-
ican, a young student from California. 
To all those affected by these terrible 
acts, I offer my deepest sympathies. 

Around the world, tragedies of this 
scale have become distressingly famil-
iar, but to see one happen in a country 
at peace, a country with which the 
United States has shared such a special 
relationship since our founding days, 
hits particularly hard. 

Those who carried out these horrific 
attacks want us to react with divisive-
ness and hate; in fact, they depend on 
it. They know they cannot survive in a 
world that stands united against them. 

We must, of course, respond to this 
threat with strength. But we cannot 
forget our compassion toward those in 
France and those in the Middle East 
fleeing the very same dangers. 

As Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., once 
said: ‘‘Darkness cannot drive out dark-
ness; only light can do that. Hate can-
not drive out hate; only love can do 
that.’’ 

f 

SUPPORT LIFESAVING CURES 

(Mr. YODER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. YODER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of lifesaving research 
at the National Institutes of Health. 

As we debate the priorities for the 
upcoming omnibus appropriations act, 
one of our top initiatives must be an 
increase in support for research to cure 
and prevent disease. Cancer, Alz-
heimer’s, Parkinson’s, and more than 
10,000 known diseases in our world af-
fect millions of families throughout 
our country and in each and every one 
of our districts. 

This year, 600,000 Americans will die 
of cancer. The best defense to saving 

those lives is enhancing and supporting 
funding at the National Institutes of 
Health. 

Earlier this year, we passed the 21st 
Century Cures Act, which increased 
funding for the NIH by over $3 billion 
in FY 2016. Passing with 344 votes, it 
also had the support of both parties, in-
cluding 170 Republican votes. 

Now is the time to meet the moment 
and to increase NIH by $3 billion in the 
upcoming appropriations act. 

Now is also the time to send a mes-
sage of hope to each and every patient 
waiting for a cure, that Congress hears 
you, and Congress is going to do every-
thing we can to find innovative cures 
and treatments that can ease suffering 
and save lives. 

f 

LOCAL BUSINESSES DESERVE OUR 
SUPPORT 

(Mr. BLUM asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. BLUM. Mr. Speaker, I rise today 
on behalf of small businesses in the 
United States and especially those in 
the First District of Iowa that I rep-
resent. As a career small businessman 
myself, I understand firsthand the dif-
ficulties our entrepreneurs face when 
starting and running a business. 

Small business is the backbone of our 
economy and a place where the Amer-
ican Dream happens every day. In fact, 
2 million of the roughly 3 million pri-
vate sector jobs generated in 2014 were 
created by small businesses. 

As I visit small businesses through-
out the First District, I am amazed at 
their innovation, determination, and 
optimism, often in the face of govern-
ment policies that make doing business 
most difficult. 

Mr. Speaker, local business deserves 
our support. I encourage my colleagues 
in Congress, as well as my constitu-
ents, to shop local on Small Business 
Saturday, November 28. 

I also urge my colleagues to join me 
in cosponsoring the Small Business 
Saturday Resolution to highlight the 
contribution small businesses make to 
our economy. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 18, 2015. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 18, 2015 at 9:17 a.m.: 

That the Senate agreed to S.J. Res. 24. 
That the Senate agreed to S.J. Res. 23. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 18, 2015. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 18, 2015 at 11:03 a.m.: 

That the Senate passed with amendments 
H.R. 2297. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

b 1230 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 18, 2015. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
The Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on No-
vember 18, 2015 at 11:56 a.m.: 

That the Senate disagrees to the Amend-
ment of the House S. 1177. 

And agrees to conference requested by the 
House Senate appoints conferees. 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely, 

KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

PROVIDING FOR CONSIDERATION 
OF H.R. 1210, PORTFOLIO LEND-
ING AND MORTGAGE ACCESS 
ACT; PROVIDING FOR CONSIDER-
ATION OF H.R. 3189, FED OVER-
SIGHT REFORM AND MOD-
ERNIZATION ACT OF 2015; AND 
PROVIDING FOR PROCEEDINGS 
DURING THE PERIOD FROM NO-
VEMBER 20, 2015, THROUGH NO-
VEMBER 27, 2015 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, by direc-
tion of the Committee on Rules, I call 
up House Resolution 529 and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 529 

Resolved, That upon adoption of this reso-
lution it shall be in order to consider in the 
House the bill (H.R. 1210) to amend the Truth 
in Lending Act to provide a safe harbor from 
certain requirements related to qualified 
mortgages for residential mortgage loans 
held on an originating depository institu-
tion’s portfolio, and for other purposes. All 
points of order against consideration of the 
bill are waived. An amendment in the nature 
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of a substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 114-34 shall be considered 
as adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as read. All points of order 
against provisions in the bill, as amended, 
are waived. The previous question shall be 
considered as ordered on the bill, as amend-
ed, and on any further amendment thereto, 
to final passage without intervening motion 
except: (1) one hour of debate equally divided 
and controlled by the chair and ranking mi-
nority member of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services; (2) the further amendment 
printed in part A of the report of the Com-
mittee on Rules accompanying this resolu-
tion, if offered by Representative Norcross of 
New Jersey or his designee, which shall be in 
order without intervention of any point of 
order, shall be considered as read, shall be 
separately debatable for 10 minutes equally 
divided and controlled by the proponent and 
an opponent, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question; and (3) one 
motion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

SEC. 2. At any time after adoption of this 
resolution the Speaker may, pursuant to 
clause 2(b) of rule XVIII, declare the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for consider-
ation of the bill (H.R. 3189) to amend the 
Federal Reserve Act to establish require-
ments for policy rules and blackout periods 
of the Federal Open Market Committee, to 
establish requirements for certain activities 
of the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, and to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to reform the manner in which 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System is audited, and for other pur-
poses. The first reading of the bill shall be 
dispensed with. All points of order against 
consideration of the bill are waived. General 
debate shall be confined to the bill and shall 
not exceed one hour equally divided and con-
trolled by the chair and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Financial 
Services. After general debate the bill shall 
be considered for amendment under the five- 
minute rule. In lieu of the amendment in the 
nature of a substitute recommended by the 
Committee on Financial Services now print-
ed in the bill, an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute consisting of the text of Rules 
Committee Print 114-35, modified by the 
amendment printed in part B of the report of 
the Committee on Rules accompanying this 
resolution, shall be considered as adopted in 
the House and in the Committee of the 
Whole. The bill, as amended, shall be consid-
ered as the original bill for the purpose of 
further amendment under the five-minute 
rule and shall be considered as read. All 
points of order against provisions in the bill, 
as amended, are waived. No further amend-
ment to the bill, as amended, shall be in 
order except those printed in part C of the 
report of the Committee on Rules. Each such 
further amendment may be offered only in 
the order printed in the report, may be of-
fered only by a Member designated in the re-
port, shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the report 
equally divided and controlled by the pro-
ponent and an opponent, shall not be subject 
to amendment, and shall not be subject to a 
demand for division of the question in the 
House or in the Committee of the Whole. All 
points of order against such further amend-
ments are waived. At the conclusion of con-
sideration of the bill for amendment the 
Committee shall rise and report the bill, as 
amended, to the House with such further 
amendments as may have been adopted. The 
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill, as amended, and any fur-
ther amendment thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except one mo-

tion to recommit with or without instruc-
tions. 

SEC. 3. On any legislative day during the 
period from November 20, 2015, through No-
vember 27, 2015— 

(a) the Journal of the proceedings of the 
previous day shall be considered as approved; 
and 

(b) the Chair may at any time declare the 
House adjourned to meet at a date and time, 
within the limits of clause 4, section 5, arti-
cle I of the Constitution, to be announced by 
the Chair in declaring the adjournment. 

SEC. 4. The Speaker may appoint Members 
to perform the duties of the Chair for the du-
ration of the period addressed by section 3 of 
this resolution as though under clause 8(a) of 
rule I. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Ohio is recognized for 1 
hour. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, for the 
purpose of debate only, I yield the cus-
tomary 30 minutes to the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. HASTINGS), pending 
which I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. During consideration of 
this resolution, all time yielded is for 
the purpose of debate only. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days to revise and ex-
tend their remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, on Tues-

day, the Rules Committee met and re-
ported a rule for H.R. 1210, the Port-
folio Lending and Mortgage Access 
Act, and H.R. 3189, the Fed Oversight 
Reform and Modernization Act of 2015. 
House Resolution 529 provides a struc-
tured rule for consideration of H.R. 
1210 and H.R. 3189. 

The resolution provides 1 hour of de-
bate equally divided between the chair 
and ranking minority member of the 
Committee on Financial Services for 
H.R. 1210 and for H.R. 3189. The resolu-
tion provides for the consideration of 
one amendment to H.R. 1210 and con-
sideration of six amendments to H.R. 
3189. The resolution also provides a mo-
tion to recommit for each bill. In addi-
tion, the rule provides the normal re-
cess authorities to allow the chair to 
manage pro forma sessions during next 
week’s district work period. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 
of the resolution and the underlying 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, as you know, the 2008 fi-
nancial crisis was caused, in part, by 
the subprime lending meltdown. Finan-
cial institutions would originate loans. 
They would sell off 100 percent of those 
loans with no skin in the game to some 
investment party, a third party, and 
they would keep their fee. But they 
wouldn’t keep any of the risk. 

This led to a lot of loans to individ-
uals and families that had an inability 
to repay those loans, and that resulted 
in our crisis. The bottom line was these 
institutions had no skin in the game. 

The situation became so egregious 
that, at one point, there was a term in 

the industry called a NINJA loan. 
NINJA stood for no income, no job, no 
assets. 

Borrowers across the country were 
being given loans by loan originators. 
Those originators knew they were im-
possible to repay, but the originators 
didn’t care because they took their fee 
and had no skin in the game. 

When the borrowers began to default 
on these loans, banks and others hold-
ing these mortgages began to lose tre-
mendous amounts of assets, which pre-
cipitated the financial collapse. 

In response, Congress passed the 
Dodd-Frank Act, which reforms mort-
gage lending and makes a lot of 
changes. One of those is around the 
ability to repay. 

The Dodd-Frank statute created a 
category of loans called qualified mort-
gages that are deemed to comply with 
the law’s ability-to-repay require-
ments. It provided a safe harbor from 
lawsuits, and it made sure that that 
safe harbor also covered regulatory ac-
tion, provided that those loans met 
certain characteristics and under-
writing criteria. 

While it is important that we ensure 
the creditworthiness of potential 
homeowners and home buyers to avoid 
repeating our past mistakes, the cur-
rent regulatory environment has un-
necessarily restrained mortgage lend-
ing and has made it difficult for some 
creditworthy borrowers to obtain a 
loan. The bottom line of this crisis was 
that it was created by no skin in the 
game. 

The Portfolio Lending and Mortgage 
Access Act would provide much-needed 
regulatory relief and allow consumers 
to buy a home and ensure not only that 
there is some skin in the game—there 
is 100 percent skin in the game. The 
banks and institutions that make these 
portfolio loans have 100 percent skin in 
the game. They lose dollar one when 
the loans go bad. 

This bill provides that, when residen-
tial mortgages are held by that origi-
nator, the bank, if they hold them in 
their portfolio as opposed to being sold 
into the secondary market, they will 
be considered a qualified mortgage for 
the purpose of ability to repay. 

It will make sure that more financial 
institutions have an incentive to make 
loans to individuals and the require-
ment for making those loans will be to 
take the entire risk, not pass that risk 
on to some un-named third-party in-
vestor, but keep that risk in their port-
folio. 

That is why it is called the Portfolio 
Lending Act. They will have 100 per-
cent of the skin in the game. This leg-
islation will also help borrowers gain 
access to mortgages that they badly 
need. 

H.R. 3189, the Fed Oversight Reform 
and Modernization Act, pulls back the 
curtain at the Federal Reserve and 
makes it more accountable and trans-
parent to the American people. The 
Federal Reserve has more power and 
responsibility today than ever before, 
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and that is precisely why this law is so 
important. The institution needs to be 
modernized, and the decisions they 
make need to be transparent and pre-
dictable to the marketplace. 

The FORM Act, as it is called, re-
quires the Federal Reserve to trans-
parently communicate its monetary 
policy decisions to the American peo-
ple. It does not require them to choose 
any one method. 

Some people talk a lot about the so- 
called Taylor rule. This bill does not 
require the Federal Reserve to use the 
Taylor rule or any other process. It 
just requires that, when they make de-
cisions, they need to make that deci-
sion and the reasons behind it trans-
parent to the American people and ex-
plain how they make their decisions. 
Whether they use a rule or whether 
they use some other process, it needs 
to be transparent. 

This bill also requires the Federal 
Reserve to conduct a cost-benefit anal-
ysis that every other Federal agency 
already has to comply with so that we 
know whether the costs of complying 
with the regulations exceed or are less 
than the benefits of those regulations. 
It is simple common sense. Other agen-
cies use this cost-benefit analysis 
today. 

The FORM Act protects the Federal 
Reserve’s independence, as it requires 
the Federal Reserve to generate a mon-
etary strategy of their own choosing, 
but requires them to give more ac-
counting of their actions and trans-
parency to their actions. The bill en-
sures that the American people under-
stand how the Federal Reserve makes 
the decisions they make and why they 
make the decisions they make. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that I, along 
with many of our colleagues in the 
House, have believed for a long time 
that we should audit the Federal Re-
serve. I am pleased to inform my col-
leagues that this legislation requires 
an audit of the Fed, and it contains 
provisions that remove restrictions 
placed on the GAO’s ability to conduct 
an audit of the Federal Reserve. It di-
rects the GAO, in fact, to conduct an 
audit of the Federal Reserve within 12 
months of enactment and requires the 
GAO to report to Congress within 90 
days of completion of that audit. 

As the Federal Reserve plays an out-
sized role in the health of our Nation’s 
economy, it is imperative that we 
make sure that their opaque structure 
is made transparent so the American 
people understand the decisions the 
Federal Reserve makes and why they 
make them because it has such an in-
credible impact on our economy. 

Mr. Speaker, I look forward to debat-
ing these bills with our colleagues in 
the House as well as the amendments 
yet to come, and I would ask adoption 
of both the underlying bills and sup-
port of the underlying bills. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 

I thank the gentleman, my friend 
from Ohio, for yielding me the cus-
tomary 30 minutes for debate. 

I rise today, Mr. Speaker, in opposi-
tion to this rule, which provides for 
consideration of both H.R. 1210, the 
Portfolio Lending and Mortgage Access 
Act, and H.R. 3189, the Fed Oversight 
Reform and Modernization Act of 2015. 

As the first matter of business, I 
would like to recognize that yester-
day’s rule, H. Res. 526, marked the 45th 
closed rule of this congressional ses-
sion, making it the most closed session 
in history. 

b 1245 

I join my colleagues in the minority 
in their distaste for this closed and ex-
clusive process and echo their calls to 
Speaker RYAN to maintain his pledge 
to usher in a more transparent and 
open debate process that includes input 
from Members of both parties. 

Very occasionally I talk about when 
I first came to Congress in 1993. The 
radio at that time was hammering 
those who were perpetrating closed 
rules. My party was in the majority 
and was being rightly, in my opinion, 
accused in that regard. I didn’t know 
what a closed rule was. I didn’t come 
here and start on this committee. But 
now that I have had a considerable 
amount of experience on this com-
mittee, I have come to believe that it 
is wrong for either party in the major-
ity to conduct a process that disallows 
Members in this body from having an 
opportunity to participate in refining 
the underlying bills that come here for 
our consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 1210 seeks to 
amend the Truth in Lending Act to 
provide that depository institution 
creditors be subject to a legal safe har-
bor for mortgage loans meeting speci-
fied limitations that, since origination, 
have been held on the institution’s bal-
ance sheet. The bill would extend this 
legal safe harbor to mortgage origina-
tors that steer borrowers to a non-
qualified mortgage loan if the origi-
nator and borrower are notified that 
the lender intends to hold the loan in 
its portfolio. 

We have seen firsthand the con-
sequences that ensue when under-
writing standards are virtually aban-
doned by both large and small lenders. 
This phenomenon, which contributed 
to the financial crisis and a bank bail-
out to the tune of $700 billion in tax-
payer money, enabled predatory lend-
ers to offer loans, the terms of which 
individuals could not afford or, worse, 
incentivize their brokers to steer fami-
lies into more expensive loans, even 
when they qualified for lower rates and 
a standard mortgage product. African 
American and Latino borrowers and 
single persons were disproportionately 
affected by these bad loans. 

This legislation would eliminate ef-
fective reforms that require lenders to 
verify a consumer’s ability to repay 
and would allow lenders to once again 
steer families into the same risky 

mortgage products with the same pred-
atory practices that destroyed the sav-
ings and investments of American fam-
ilies a few short years ago. 

Today’s rule also allows for consider-
ation of H.R. 3189, the Fed Oversight 
Reform and Modernization Act. This 
bill will fundamentally change the way 
the Federal Reserve implements mone-
tary policy. In doing so, this bill will 
change the current proven nonpartisan 
approach to monetary policy the Fed 
currently embraces and will replace it 
with a rule-based and politically par-
tisan regime. 

H.R. 3189 will tie the hands of the 
Federal Reserve whose objective with 
regard to monetary policy is to maxi-
mize employment, stabilize prices, and 
moderate long-term interest rates. 
This legislation will require the Fed to 
engage in a rulemaking to provide a 
ridged mathematical formula for set-
ting the interest rate. This notion is 
not only bad policy that will prevent 
the Fed from acting swiftly and nimbly 
to address a potential financial crisis, 
but Fed Chair Janet Yellen has stated 
that it ‘‘would be a grave mistake for 
the Federal Reserve to commit to con-
duct monetary policy according to a 
mathematical rule.’’ 

Additionally, this bill will create a 
partisan commission, with twice as 
many Republican Members as Demo-
crats, to review the Federal Reserve 
monetary policy and make changes to 
its current vital role in determining 
that policy. The objectives of the Fed 
and the policy behind our money sup-
ply are much too important to be sub-
jected to political pressure from a par-
tisan commission. 

This legislation will do serious harm 
to the Federal Reserve, leading us 
down a path of politicizing monetary 
policy and hamstringing the agency 
with onerous and unnecessary 
rulemakings. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

I would like to address, Mr. Speaker, 
a couple of the gentleman from Flor-
ida’s points about the process. 

Under our new Speaker, we have had 
five rules. Four have been structured, 
and let’s look at today’s rule. 

All of the germane amendments were 
made in order. In fact, to H.R. 1210, 
there is one amendment, and it is a 
Democratic amendment; to H.R. 3189, 
there are six amendments, and four are 
Democratic amendments. That is 75 
percent of the amendments are Demo-
cratic amendments. That is a pretty 
open process. I am leaving out the fact 
that we also allow for a motion to re-
commit to each of the bills. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. STIVERS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS. My question to you 
is, even though the germane amend-
ments were made in order, under the 
structured rule, am I correct that 
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other Members of the House of Rep-
resentatives who did not, at the time, 
file an amendment before the Rules 
Committee that you and I serve, that 
they are precluded? That is basically 
what I am arguing. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, to the 
gentleman from Florida’s point, it is 
true that, with a structured rule, some-
body can’t walk in off the street, a 
Member of Congress, that didn’t come 
to the Rules Committee, and come up 
with an amendment right now that 
they are writing on a napkin and bring 
it in here. 

But we did have an open process. We 
published the deadline, and we accept-
ed not only ones that met the deadline, 
but late amendments. In fact, I think, 
of the amendments that we made in 
order, five of the seven amendments 
made in order today were actually filed 
late, so we did allow late amendments. 
That is off the top of my head. We will 
double-check the facts on five, but it 
was several of the amendments that 
were even filed late, we allowed. 

It is true, though, that somebody 
can’t just walk right in here. It is not 
an open rule. It is a structured rule. So 
you can’t just walk in the day of the 
floor hearing in about 45 minutes and 
offer an amendment that nobody has 
ever seen before. So I understand the 
gentleman’s point. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Will the gentleman 
continue to yield? 

Mr. STIVERS. I yield again to the 
gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. HASTINGS. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 

My ultimate point was that in this 
year, we have had 45 closed rules and, 
clearly, Members are precluded. That 
45, I might add, has been achieved in 
this year, and that is more than in the 
previous session of Congress. That is 
the point I wish to make. 

Mr. STIVERS. I appreciate the gen-
tleman making his point. 

Mr. Speaker, my point is, under the 
new Speaker, we have only had one 
closed rule. 

Will we occasionally have a closed 
rule? Yes. When the other party was in 
charge, they had closed rules all the 
time, too. Closed rules will happen oc-
casionally, but we will have an open 
process. I think having four out of five 
as structured rules is a pretty good 
measurement for the brand-new Speak-
er in our new day that we are experi-
encing. 

I appreciate the gentleman’s point, 
but the point is we are making the 
process more open. It may not be to 
the gentleman’s liking, Mr. Speaker, 
but we are attempting to make the 
process more open and will continue to 
work on that. 

I do want to make a couple of points, 
and then I will reserve the balance of 
my time. 

With regard to the charge that some-
how in H.R. 1210 this will result in 
risky mortgage loans—and that is why 
I went through the history of the crisis 
where people took a fee, securitized the 

loan. They privatized gains and social-
ized losses for the taxpayers to cover. 
The only way this portfolio lending bill 
works is if these lenders hold these 
loans in their own portfolio and take 
100 percent of the downside risk. That 
is not placing it on anybody else. That 
was one of the reforms that was put in 
place, and Dodd-Frank was skin in the 
game. I can’t think of anything more 
than 100 percent skin in the game. We 
think that will ensure that nobody 
privatizes the gains and socializes the 
losses, and we think it is a reasonable 
step to allow people to get access to 
mortgages where somebody is willing 
to put their own money at risk. 

With regard to the charge that this is 
going to somehow tie the Federal Re-
serve’s hands in H.R. 3189, this bill is 
about transparency and accountability. 
It is making sure the Federal Reserve 
communicates whatever they use. If 
they want to use a Magic 8 Ball, they 
just have to tell everybody, ‘‘Hey, we 
are using a Magic 8 Ball.’’ 

I think there is nothing wrong with 
transparency. Transparency is great 
for the American economy, and it is 
great for the American people. The 
gentleman was just making the argu-
ment about how we need to be more 
open and transparent, and I think we 
need to demand it of the Federal Re-
serve. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I include in the RECORD 
Statements of Administration Policy. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 1210—PORTFOLIO LENDING AND MORTGAGE 

ACCESS ACT 
(Rep. Barr, R–KY, Nov. 17) 

As a result of the Ability-to-Repay rules 
issued by the Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau, pursuant to the Truth in Lending 
Act, American consumers are protected 
against harmful mortgage products and abu-
sive lending practices that were common in 
the run-up to the 2008 financial crisis. 
Among other protections, the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau’s Qualified Mort-
gage (QM) rule requires a lender to make a 
good faith effort to determine that a bor-
rower has the ability to repay a mortgage, 
and that the loan does not include excessive 
upfront points and fees. The final rule also 
contains special provisions and exemptions 
that are available only to small lenders or to 
small lenders that operate predominantly in 
rural or underserved areas. 

H.R. 1210 would broaden the definition of 
qualified mortgages—those that qualify for 
the safe harbor—to include all mortgages 
held on a lender’s balance sheet. Under the 
bill, depository institutions that hold a loan 
in portfolio would receive a legal safe harbor 
even if the loan contains terms and features 
that are abusive and harmful to consumers. 
The bill would limit the right of borrowers 
to file claims against holders of such loans 
and against mortgage originators who di-
rected them to the loans. H.R. 1210 also 
would open the door to risky lending by al-
lowing balloon loans made in any geographic 
area to qualify for the safe harbor as long as 
they are held in portfolio. 

The Administration strongly opposes this 
bill because it would undermine critical con-
sumer protections by exempting all deposi-

tory financial institutions, large and small, 
from QM standards—including very basic 
standards like verifying a consumer’s in-
come—as long as the mortgage loans in ques-
tion are held in portfolio by the institution. 
This bill would undermine the essential pro-
tections provided under the Qualified Mort-
gage rule. The Congressional Budget Office 
estimates that the mortgages offered legal 
protections under the bill would likely de-
fault at a greater rate than the qualified 
mortgages with current legal protections. 

For these reasons, if the President were 
presented with H.R. 1210, his senior advisors 
would recommend that he veto the bill. 

STATEMENT OF ADMINISTRATION POLICY 
H.R. 3189—FED OVERSIGHT REFORM AND 

MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2015 
(Rep. Huizenga, R–MI, Nov. 17, 2015) 

H.R. 3189 would establish requirements for 
policy rules, codify blackout periods of the 
Federal Open Market Committee, establish a 
cost-benefit requirement for other 
rulemakings by the Federal Reserve Board, 
and establish numerous, burdensome report-
ing requirements for the Federal Reserve 
Board and its members. The Administration 
therefore strongly opposes H.R. 3189. 

The Federal Reserve is an independent en-
tity designed to be free from political pres-
sures, and its independence is key to its 
credibility and its ability to act in the long- 
term interest of the Nation’s economic 
health. One of the most problematic provi-
sions in the bill would require the Comp-
troller General to audit the conduct of mone-
tary policy by the Federal Reserve Board 
and the Federal Open Market Committee. 
The operations of the Federal Reserve are al-
ready subject to numerous audit require-
ments that ensure it is accountable to the 
Congress and the American people. The only 
aspect of the Federal Reserve’s operations 
not subject to audit is its monetary policy 
decision-making, and for good reason. Sub-
jecting the Federal Reserve’s exercise of 
monetary policy authority to audits based 
on political whims of members of the Con-
gress—of either party—threatens one of the 
central pillars of the Nation’s financial sys-
tem and economy, and would almost cer-
tainly have negative impacts on the Federal 
Reserve’s work to promote price stability 
and full employment. 

H.R. 3189 also would impose numerous, bur-
densome requirements for the Federal Re-
serve Board rulemaking authorities, includ-
ing the imposition of a duplicative require-
ment that the Federal Reserve Board under-
take a proscriptive cost-benefit analysis and 
a post-adoption impact assessment when pro-
mulgating rules. When a Federal agency, in-
cluding an independent agency such as the 
Federal Reserve, promulgates a regulation, 
the agency must adhere to the robust sub-
stantive and procedural requirements of Fed-
eral law, including the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act, the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 
the Paperwork Reduction Act, and the Con-
gressional Review Act, among other stat-
utes. Additionally, Executive Order 13579 en-
courages independent regulatory agencies to 
conduct reasoned cost-benefit analysis, en-
gage in public participation to the extent 
feasible, and conduct a systematic retrospec-
tive review of regulations. The provisions in 
this bill, therefore, would create unneces-
sary, duplicative, and onerous requirements 
for an entity tasked with ensuring the finan-
cial safety and soundness of the Nation’s fi-
nancial system. 

In addition, the bill would add a number of 
procedural hurdles that would impede the 
Federal Reserve’s ability to engage with 
international regulatory bodies and divert 
its resources to unnecessary reporting re-
quirements. These provisions, along with 
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provisions imposing parallel notification and 
consultation requirements on several other 
Executive Branch entities, could impair the 
President’s exercise of his exclusive con-
stitutional authority to conduct the Na-
tion’s diplomatic relations. 

If the President were presented with H.R. 
3189, his senior advisors would recommend 
that he veto the bill. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
trying to help us to get to a time con-
straint and, unfortunately, on either 
side we don’t have a lot of speakers. 
Therefore, I would not ordinarily have 
done anything other than include in 
the RECORD Statements of Administra-
tion Policy. But to try to help us meet 
our deadline, what is said in the State-
ment of Administration Policy, H.R. 
1210, Portfolio Lending and Mortgage 
Access Act, is: 

‘‘As a result of the Ability-to-Repay 
rules issued by the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, pursuant to the 
Truth in Lending Act, American con-
sumers are protected against harmful 
mortgage products and abusive lending 
practices that were common in the 
run-up to the 2008 financial crisis. 
Among other protections, the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau’s 
qualified mortgage rule requires a 
lender to make a good faith effort to 
determine that a borrower has the abil-
ity to repay a mortgage, and that the 
loan does not include excessive upfront 
points and fees. The final rule also con-
tains special provisions and exemptions 
that are available only to small lenders 
or to small lenders that operate pre-
dominantly in rural and underserved 
areas.’’ 

Skipping one paragraph, getting to 
the heart of what the administration 
says: 

‘‘The Administration strongly op-
poses this bill because it would under-
mine critical consumer protections by 
exempting all depository financial in-
stitutions, large and small, from QM 
standards—including very basic stand-
ards like verifying a consumer’s in-
come—as long as the mortgage loans in 
question are held in portfolio by the in-
stitution. This bill would undermine 
the essential protections provided 
under the qualified mortgage rule. The 
Congressional Budget Office estimates 
that the mortgages offered legal pro-
tections under the bill would likely de-
fault at a greater rate than the quali-
fied mortgages with current legal pro-
tections. 

‘‘For these reasons, if the President 
were presented with H.R. 1210, his sen-
ior advisors would recommend that he 
veto the bill.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, not to belabor the point 
that my good friend from Ohio and I 
were speaking about with reference to 
rules, I join him in saying that the new 
Speaker at least has had only one 
closed rule. But I would remind him, of 
the 45 closed rules that we had pre-
viously, the new Speaker voted for 
every one of those closed rules. So if it 
is a precursor of what is to come, we 
will have to judge that in the future. 

Now, as to H.R. 3189, the administra-
tion says—and I will cut to the heart of 
the matter: 

‘‘H.R. 3189 also would impose numer-
ous, burdensome requirements for the 
Federal Reserve Board rulemaking au-
thorities, including the imposition of a 
duplicative requirement that the Fed-
eral Reserve Board undertake a pro-
scriptive cost-benefit analysis and a 
post-adoption impact assessment when 
promulgating rules.’’ 

b 1300 
When a Federal agency, including an 

independent agency such as the Fed-
eral Reserve, promulgates a regulation, 
the agency must adhere to the robust 
act—the Regulatory Flexibility Act— 
the Paperwork Reduction Act, and the 
Congressional Review Act, among 
other statutes. Additionally, Executive 
Order No. 13579 encourages independent 
regulatory agencies to conduct rea-
soned cost-benefit analyses, to engage 
in public participation to the extent 
feasible, and to conduct a systematic, 
retrospective review of regulations. 

The provisions in this bill, referring 
to H.R. 3189, would therefore create un-
necessary, duplicative, and onerous re-
quirements for an entity tasked with 
ensuring the financial safety and 
soundness of the Nation’s financial sys-
tem. In addition, the bill would add a 
number of procedural hurdles that 
would impede the Federal Reserve’s 
ability to engage within our national 
regulatory bodies and divert its re-
sources to unnecessary reporting re-
quirements. 

In addition and at the heart of the 
matter, the bill would add a number of 
procedural hurdles that are too numer-
ous for me to mention at this time. 
These provisions, along with provisions 
imposing parallel notification and con-
sultation requirements on several 
other executive branch entities, could 
impair the President’s exercise of his 
exclusive constitutional authority to 
conduct the Nation’s diplomatic rela-
tions. 

Again, if the President were pre-
sented with H.R. 3189, his senior advis-
ers would recommend that he veto the 
bill. 

As I have said time and again, far too 
much important work still remains. In 
fact, Congress has only 9 legislative 
days before the December 11 deadline 
to avert yet another Republican gov-
ernment shutdown and pass an omni-
bus spending bill. The clock is ticking. 
Quite frankly, this Nation cannot af-
ford to shut down once again due to my 
friends’—the House Republicans—con-
tinued manufactured crisis. 

The American people need and de-
serve better; so I urge my colleagues to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on the rule. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. STIVERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

I thank the gentleman from Florida 
for this civil debate on the rule. 

I will remind my colleagues that 
these two bills are about reform and 

transparency. H.R. 1210 is reform that 
will give more people access to mort-
gages and, at the same time, will re-
quire that these lenders have 100 per-
cent skin in the game. H.R. 3189 is 
about transparency and accountability 
for the Federal Reserve to make sure 
they tell the American people how they 
make the decisions that they make. 
These are reasonable bills, important 
bills. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
rule and the underlying legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time, and I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POE 

of Texas). The question is on the reso-
lution. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HASTINGS. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 243, nays 
184, not voting 6, as follows: 

[Roll No. 634] 

YEAS—243 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 

Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 

Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
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Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 

Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 

Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—184 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 

Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 

Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—6 

DeFazio 
Fleming 

Hoyer 
Ros-Lehtinen 

Ruppersberger 
Takai 

b 1341 
Mr. WELCH changed his vote from 

‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 
So the resolution was agreed to. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY COMMITTEE 
ON RULES REGARDING AMEND-
MENT PROCESS FOR H.R. 8, 
NORTH AMERICAN ENERGY SE-
CURITY AND INFRASTRUCTURE 
ACT OF 2015 
(Mr. SESSIONS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. SESSIONS. Mr. Speaker, I will 
be sending around a Dear Colleague 
later this afternoon outlining the 
amendment process for H.R. 8, the 
North American Energy Security and 
Infrastructure Act of 2015. The amend-
ment deadline will be Tuesday, Novem-
ber 24, 2015, at 12 p.m. Amendments 
should be drafted to the text posted on 
the Committee on Rules Web site. 
Please feel free to contact me or my 
staff if we may be of further assistance. 

f 

REFORMING CFPB INDIRECT AUTO 
FINANCING GUIDANCE ACT 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and submit extraneous mate-
rials on the bill (H.R. 1737) to nullify 
certain guidance of the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection and to pro-
vide requirements for guidance issued 
by the Bureau with respect to indirect 
auto lending. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Rodney 
Davis of Illinois). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 526 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 1737. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. POE) to preside over 
the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1344 
IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly, the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 1737) to 
nullify certain guidance of the Bureau 
of Consumer Financial Protection and 
to provide requirements for guidance 
issued by the Bureau with respect to 
indirect auto lending, with Mr. POE of 
Texas in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN-
SARLING) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WATERS) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

b 1345 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in support 
of H.R. 1737, the Reforming CFPB Indi-
rect Auto Financing Guidance Act. It 
is an important, bipartisan bill cospon-
sored by 166 Members of the House, in-
cluding 65 Democratic Members. It was 
approved by the Financial Services 
Committee that I chair with strong bi-
partisan support, including more than 
half of the committee’s Democratic 
members who voted. 

If Congress means what it says when 
we write a law, then the CFPB cannot 
be allowed to willfully ignore the law. 
Without this bill, the CFPB would have 
done a blatant end run around the 
Dodd-Frank Act as well as the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act. 

I would like to thank Representative 
GUINTA of New Hampshire and Rep-
resentative PERLMUTTER of Colorado 
for their leadership in providing the 
CFPB with an opportunity to live up to 
its claim of transparency and account-
ability. I want to thank the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS) as well for 
his outstanding work on this bill. 

The CFPB’s flawed bulletin on indi-
rect auto lending attempts to regulate 
compensation paid to auto dealers de-
spite the fact that auto dealers were 
specifically exempted in the Dodd- 
Frank Act from CFPB rulemaking. 

By using this bulletin, the Bureau 
went far beyond merely clarifying ex-
isting law and instead, in trying to 
make new policy through this guid-
ance, did this without using the normal 
rulemaking process and without public 
input. 

This is an affront, Mr. Chairman, to 
due process. This is an affront to the 
rule of law and to basic fairness. Fur-
thermore, the CFPB has not been 
transparent in revealing the method-
ology it used to determine whether fair 
lending violations existed in the auto 
finance market. 

It took a year of constant pressure 
from Members of Congress and 13 dif-
ferent letters from 90 Democrat and 
Republican Members to get the CFPB 
to finally provide documentation re-
garding its disparate impacts. 

In the white paper ultimately pro-
vided by the CFPB, they admitted that 
their own proxy methodology for deter-
mining racial disparities is flawed and 
overestimates the number of African 
Americans by perhaps as much as 20 
percent. Outside statisticians at the 
well-respected Charles River Associ-
ates found the figure could be off by as 
much as 41 percent. 

According to a series of three articles 
published this past September in the 
American Banker, internal agency doc-
uments show the CFPB was aware that 
their disparate impact methodology 
significantly overstates racial impact. 
In other words, Mr. Chairman, they 
knowingly used junk science and may 
have no evidence of unintentional dis-
crimination based on the disparate im-
pact theory. 

In those same internal memos, the 
American Banker newspaper also found 
that unaccountable CFPB bureaucrats 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 07:18 Feb 05, 2016 Jkt 049060 PO 00000 Frm 00015 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\RECORD15\NOV 2015\H18NO5.REC H18NO5bj
ne

al
 o

n 
D

S
K

2T
W

X
8P

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
O

N
G

-R
E

C
-O

N
LI

N
E

bjneal
Text Box
 CORRECTION

February 4, 2015 Congressional Record
Correction To Page H8297
November 18, 2015, on page H8297, the following appeared: by the Bureau with respect to indirect auto lending. The SPEAKER pro tempore. PursuantThe online version should be corrected to read: by the Bureau with respect to indirect auto lending. The SPEAKER pro tempore (Rodney Davis of Illinois). Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Texas? There was no objection. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursuant



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8298 November 18, 2015 
chose to disregard the explicit exemp-
tion of auto dealers that Democrats, 
when they had a supermajority in both 
the Senate and the House and con-
trolled the White House, put into Dodd- 
Frank. 

They chose to disregard the formal 
rulemaking requirement set out by the 
Administrative Procedure Act and in-
stead used high-profile enforcement ac-
tions against large auto lenders to 
pressure them to lower the caps they 
set on dealer reserve. 

Now, not only does this call into 
question the CFPB’s attempts to police 
the fairness of auto loans, its preferred 
outcomes will obviously increase costs 
for consumers. 

As was noted earlier, the CFPB has 
pressured finance companies to lower 
the caps they set on dealer reserve or 
eliminate this discretion altogether. 
However, under this pricing model, The 
Wall Street Journal recently revealed 
that interest payments for some con-
sumers could increase by as much as 
$580 over the life of the loan. 

This shows the dire need for the 
CFPB to follow a transparent process 
when issuing any subsequent auto fi-
nance guidance. That is what H.R. 1737 
will ensure. 

The bill is a simple bill. It requires 
the Bureau to, number one, provide no-
tice and an opportunity for public com-
ment. Number two, it says the CFPB 
must make any studies, data, or anal-
ysis used in writing the bulletin public. 
Number three, it must consult with 
other relevant regulators. Four, it 
must study the impact of the guidance 
on consumers as well as women-owned 
businesses, minority-owned businesses, 
and small businesses. 

To those who claim this bill somehow 
undermines the CFPB’S antidiscrimi-
nation efforts, let me quote from the 
views the Democrat members stated in 
our report: 

H.R. 1737 does not alter the CFPB’s exam-
ination or enforcement activity pursuant to 
ECOA. That is simply a red herring. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge all my col-
leagues to support H.R. 1737. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. Chairman and Members, I rise 
today in opposition to H.R. 1737, which 
would impede the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau’s important work of 
regulating discriminatory auto lending 
practices and protecting minority bor-
rowers. 

In spite of the fact that Chairman 
HENSARLING just talked about a study, 
what he didn’t tell you is that was a 
study that was done by the automobile 
industry, who is supporting this bill. 

H.R. 1737 would cancel important pol-
icy guidance the CFPB provided to 
lenders to help them comply with Fed-
eral fair lending laws. 

The bill also imposes burdensome re-
strictions on the issuance of any future 
auto lending guidance by requiring 

that the CFPB undergo a public notice 
and comment period and conduct cost- 
benefit studies before issuing guidance, 
requirements that have historically 
only been applied to agency 
rulemakings. 

These restrictions are clearly de-
signed to substantially delay or effec-
tively prevent the Bureau from issuing 
future antidiscrimination guidance to 
auto lenders, action that would under-
mine a lender’s ability to comply with 
the law at the expense of minority bor-
rowers. The long shadow of discrimina-
tion is still alive and well in some cor-
ners of the auto lending marketplace. 

The CFPB has secured nearly $140 
million in relief to minority borrowers 
since December 2013 in landmark set-
tlements against Ally Financial, Fifth 
Third Bank, and American Honda Fi-
nance Corporation, finding in each case 
that undisclosed dealer markups 
caused minority borrowers to overpay 
for their auto loans by an average of 
$200 over the life of the loan compared 
to similarly situated White borrowers, 
even when considering the borrower’s 
creditworthiness. 

Mike Jackson, the CEO of the Na-
tion’s largest auto retailer, 
AutoNation, commended the CFPB’s 
approach in its settlement with Honda, 
noting that other lenders should take a 
close look at the Honda settlement as 
a template for a solution. 

Much like Mr. Jackson, I believe that 
the CFPB is doing a commendable job 
of tackling a decades-old problem of 
minority borrowers not getting a fair 
deal when they obtain financing from 
dealerships. 

The Bureau’s work in this regard 
should be supported, but instead, we 
are faced with H.R. 1737, yet another 
legislative proposal that would at-
tempt to tie the Bureau’s hands as it 
attempts to inform lenders of the steps 
that they can take to comply with Fed-
eral fair lending laws and to protect 
minority borrowers. 

I wouldn’t care if everybody were 
treated the same way—you charge ev-
erybody too much—but, when you sin-
gle out a certain segment of our soci-
ety that happens to be minorities and 
you charge them more than other bor-
rowers, it is a problem. 

H.R. 1737 follows a familiar script of 
industry-driven attempts to undermine 
the CFPB. Cost-benefit analysis, public 
notice and comment periods, outside 
rulemakings, unnecessary interagency 
consultation requirements are all de-
signed to do the same thing, delay and 
undermine the important work of the 
CFPB. 

Instead of addressing the underlying 
discrimination in indirect auto lending 
that the CFPB is seeking to address, 
H.R. 1737 takes away an important tool 
for lenders seeking to follow the law 
who have been relying on the guidance 
for almost 3 years to develop their 
compliance policies. 

This is not a modest proposal de-
signed to bring about transparency in 
the CFPB’s oversight of auto lenders. 

Since issuing its guidance in March 
2013, the CFPB has been transparent. 

It has provided industry with its 
models for identifying potential fair 
lending violations. Its supervisory 
manual describes exactly what the Bu-
reau is seeking when conducting fair 
lending exams and supervisory high-
lights that clearly set forth the kinds 
of business practices that the Bureau 
will focus on when it examines an indi-
rect auto lender. 

Furthermore, the CFPB’s settlement 
agreements all follow a similar tem-
plate that give lenders a glimpse into 
the kind of remediation that the Bu-
reau will pursue should there be poten-
tial fair lending violations within a 
lender’s portfolio. 

H.R. 1737’s supporters have yet to 
identify what information any addi-
tional transparency would yield or 
what additional information lenders 
need to comply with Federal fair lend-
ing laws. 

If enacted, H.R. 1737 would actually 
place lenders at a disadvantage, just as 
scrutiny for fair lending violations 
from the CFPB and the DOJ intensi-
fies. We should be working to support 
efforts to give industry as much infor-
mation as possible so that they can 
comply with the law. H.R. 1737 does 
just the opposite, creating unnecessary 
uncertainty for lenders. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Hampshire (Mr. GUINTA), the au-
thor of H.R. 1737, a real champion for 
due process and auto buyers. 

Mr. GUINTA. I thank Chairman HEN-
SARLING for his leadership on this very, 
very important issue. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been over 2 
years since the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau issued flawed auto 
financing guidance that created much 
uncertainty in the auto lending mar-
ket. 

More than half of car buyers finance 
their purchase when they acquire an 
automobile. These consumers have the 
ability to receive great auto rates 
through dealer-assisted financing. 

However, this flawed and unstudied 
guidance threatens to eliminate auto 
dealers’ flexibility to discount the in-
terest rates offered to their consumers, 
the customers. 

My good friend across the aisle, Mr. 
PERLMUTTER of Colorado, and I have in-
troduced H.R. 1737, along with 166 of 
our colleagues, both Republican and 
Democrat, to give the CFPB a chance 
to fix this faulty guidance. This bill 
was carefully written by Republicans 
and Democrats very simply and nar-
rowly to provide clarity, fairness, and, 
most importantly, due process. 

No Federal agency can set new poli-
cies through guidance. However, in 
March of 2013, the CFPB attempted to 
go outside the formal rulemaking proc-
ess by blatantly disregarding con-
sumers and small businesses, blatantly 
disregarding their ability and their 
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right to comment on guidance that will 
directly affect them. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 1737 asks that 
the CFPB rescind their flawed guidance 
and reissue it under a more trans-
parent process by consulting other reg-
ulators and allowing the public notice 
and comment. 

I want to be clear. This bill does not 
strip the CFPB of any rulemaking au-
thority it currently has. H.R. 1737 gives 
the CFPB the golden opportunity to 
correct and reissue their guidance that 
would take into account consumers 
and bring clarity to the market. 

Mr. Chairman, again, I want to reit-
erate that my colleagues and I are 
merely trying to promote trans-
parency, accountability, and due proc-
ess. 

There are a small number of critics 
that believe this bill is unnecessary be-
cause the CFPB already has the tools 
to correct their auto guidance. Well, 
the CFPB could have fixed this issue 
without legislation over 2 years ago, 
but they disregarded 13 bipartisan let-
ters that were sent urging them to cor-
rect the fallacies in their guidance. 

I find it ironic that the agency that 
is supposed to protect the consumer is, 
in fact, harming them with this guid-
ance. In fact, this guidance impacts 
much more than car buyers. It harms 
auto dealers, RV dealers, motorcycle 
dealers, international dealers, and even 
manufacturers. 

b 1400 

Congress created the CFPB to pro-
tect consumers, not hurt them by si-
lencing the voices of thousands of con-
sumers and small businesses. 

On August 31 of this year, The Wall 
Street Journal reported: ‘‘Some auto-
makers have responded by overhauling 
their loan pricing in ways that will 
likely mean higher costs for some bor-
rowers.’’ 

If the CFPB really cares about devel-
oping policies that are truly in the best 
interest of consumers, they should 
amend their guidance to be more trans-
parent and allow public participation. 

Mr. Chairman, my bill is very simple 
and narrow, and, quite frankly, it is 
common sense. It only asks for five 
things: public notice and comment; 
make the data available to the public; 
consult with the Federal Reserve 
Board, the FTC, and the DOJ; create a 
consumer impact report; and conduct a 
study on women- and minority-owned 
businesses. That is the crux of the bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I include in the 
RECORD letters of support from the Na-
tional Automobile Dealers Association, 
the National Independent Automobile 
Dealers Association, the Recreation 
Vehicle Industry Association, Amer-
ican International Automobile Dealers 
Association, the National Auto Auc-
tion Association, Alliance of Auto-
mobile Manufacturers, the National 
RV Dealers Association, the Motor-
cycle Industry Council, American Fi-
nancial Services Association, New 
Hampshire Automobile Dealers Asso-

ciation, and the Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship Council, the U.S. 
Chamber, and the U.S. Consumer Coali-
tion. 

I urge my colleagues to join the 166 
Members in support of H.R. 1737. 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE 
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

November 17, 2015. 
TO THE MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF 

REPRESENTATIVES: The U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, the world’s largest business fed-
eration representing the interests of more 
than three million businesses of all sizes, 
sectors, and regions, as well as state and 
local chambers and industry associations, 
and dedicated to promoting, protecting, and 
defending America’s free enterprise system, 
strongly supports H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guidance 
Act,’’ and H.R. 1210, the ‘‘Portfolio Lending 
and Mortgage Access Act.’’ 

H.R. 1737 would change the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau’s (CFPB) ap-
proach to the indirect auto lending market, 
and bring much-needed transparency. The 
CFPB has created enormous uncertainty in 
this market by issuing guidance without no-
tice and comment, and undertaking enforce-
ment and supervisory actions based upon 
post hoc statistical models—but has failed to 
share its analysis and assumptions, thus de-
priving lenders of the ability to anticipate 
the CFPB’s analysis and to comply accord-
ingly. H.R. 1737 would establish clear rules 
and put any guidance regarding indirect auto 
lending on a solid footing by eliminating any 
legal effect of the CFPB’s 2013 guidance, and 
then imposing reasonable conditions on any 
future guidance on this topic. 

The Chamber supports H.R. 1210, which 
would provide regulatory certainty to lend-
ers—particularly small lenders such as com-
munity banks and credit unions—by allow-
ing loans held on the books of a lender to be 
eligible for the safe harbor provided under 
the Qualified Mortgage (QM) rule. It would 
also correct the CFPB’s ‘‘one-size-fits-all’’ 
approach for the mortgage market. H.R. 1210 
would facilitate a robust underwriting proc-
ess by lenders and would also help qualified 
borrowers obtain mortgages by alleviating 
some of the uncertainty that currently ex-
ists under the QM rule. 

Collectively, these bills would provide 
clear rules and establish certainty in the 
marketplace benefiting consumers and busi-
nesses. The Chamber urges the House of Rep-
resentatives to pass these bills as expedi-
tiously as possible. 

Sincerely, 
R. BRUCE JOSTEN, 

Executive Vice President, 
Government Affairs. 

SMALL BUSINESS & 
ENTREPRENEURSHIP COUNCIL, 

November 17, 2015. 
TO ALL MEMBERS OF THE U.S. HOUSE OF 

REPRESENTATIVES: The Small Business and 
Entrepreneurship Council (SBE Council) 
strongly supports H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guidance 
Act.’’ We urge you to vote for this bipartisan 
legislation when it is acted upon by the full 
House this week. 

This important piece of legislation re-
scinds the problematic guidance issued by 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
(CFPB) on indirect auto financing. The guid-
ance is based on assumptions and analysis 
the CFPB has not made public. In the end, 
CFPB’s action would prevent consumers 
from negotiating and selecting a financing 
method that makes the most sense for them. 
This guidance would also raise costs. Small 
firms and self-employed individuals who pur-

chase vehicles to conduct businesses would 
be impacted by this unnecessary auto-financ-
ing rule. To compete and survive, small busi-
nesses need flexibility in choosing their best 
financing arrangement. 

H.R. 1737 requires that the CFPB be more 
transparent on future rules or guidance by 
making those proposed actions available for 
public review and comment. The CFPB 
would also be required to study the impact of 
its actions on consumers. 

Thank you for your consideration, and for 
your support of America’s entrepreneurs and 
small business owners. 

Sincerely, 
KAREN KERRIGAN, 

President & CEO. 

MOTORCYCLE INDUSTRY COUNCIL, 
Arlington, VA, November 17, 2015. 

Hon. FRANK GUINTA, 
House of Representatives, Cannon House Office 

Building, Washington, DC. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE GUINTA: On behalf 

of the Motorcycle Industry Council (MIC), I 
write in support of H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guidance 
Act.’’ This important legislation was voted 
out of Committee with overwhelming sup-
port and currently has 166 cosponsors. We are 
encouraged that this bipartisan legislative 
measure will be considered by the full House 
of Representatives this week and look for-
ward to continuing to work with you as the 
bill moves through the legislative process 
and ultimate enactment. 

The MIC is a not-for-profit national indus-
try association with offices in Irvine, Cali-
fornia and metropolitan Washington, D.C. 
The MIC seeks to support motorcyclists by 
representing manufacturers, distributors, 
dealers and retailers of motorcycles, scoot-
ers, ATVs, ROVs, motorcycle/ATV/ROV 
parts, accessories and related goods and serv-
ices, and members of allied trades such as in-
surance, finance and others with a commer-
cial interest in the industry. 

H.R. 1737 is necessary as a result of 2013 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
(CFPB) guidance that threatens the ability 
of dealers to discount the annual percentage 
rate offered to consumers to finance vehicle 
purchases. The guidance was issued without 
adequate public input, consultation with sis-
ter agencies or study of the impacts of the 
guidance on consumers. Your legislation 
would address these issues by requiring the 
CFPB to provide notice and a period for pub-
lic comment; make public any studies, data, 
and analyses upon which the guidance is 
based; consult with the Federal Reserve 
Board, the Federal Trade Commission and 
the Department of Justice; and study the 
cost and impact of the guidance on con-
sumers as well as women-owned, minority- 
owned, and small businesses. 

Thank you. 
Sincerely, 

DUANE TAYLOR, 
Director, Federal Affairs. 

NOVEMBER 18, 2015. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE: We, the under-

signed organizations who represent busi-
nesses that make, sell, finance, auction and 
service motor vehicles are writing to express 
our strong support for H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Re-
forming CFPB Indirect Auto Financing 
Guidance Act.’’ This bipartisan bill, intro-
duced by Reps. Guinta (R–NH) and Perl-
mutter (D–CO), would rescind the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau’s (CFPB) 
flawed 2013 auto finance guidance and allow 
the CFPB to reissue it under a more trans-
parent and better informed process. 

H.R. 1737, drafted by members of the House 
Financial Services Committee on a bipar-
tisan basis, has 166 bipartisan cosponsors. On 
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July 29, the House Financial Services Com-
mittee passed H.R. 1737 by a vote of 47–10. In 
addition to rescinding the 2013 guidance, 
H.R. 1737 would require that, prior to issuing 
any new guidance related to indirect auto fi-
nancing, the CFPB: 

provide notice and a period for public com-
ment; 

make public any studies, data, and anal-
yses upon which the guidance is based; 

consult with the Federal Reserve Board, 
the Federal Trade Commission and the De-
partment of Justice; and 

study the cost and impact of the guidance 
on consumers as well as women-owned, mi-
nority—owned, and small businesses. 

This is the entire scope of the bill. By de-
sign, H.R. 1737 does not impinge on the 
CFPB’s structure, jurisdiction, or authori-
ties. 

H.R. 1737 is needed to produce a more in-
formed guidance compared to the 2013 guid-
ance, which lacked public input, trans-
parency, consultation with the CFPB’s sister 
agencies and, by the CFPB’s own admission, 
any study of the impact of the guidance on 
consumers. As a consequence of being issued 
without these essential safeguards, the 
CFPB’s guidance could potentially (1) elimi-
nate a dealer’s ability to discount credit in 
the showroom; (2) raise credits costs; and (3) 
push marginally creditworthy consumers out 
of the auto credit market entirely. 

Apart from the fact that guidance should 
not be used as a means to make sweeping 
policy and market changes, the CFPB auto 
guidance does not effectively manage fair 
credit risk in the showroom, which is its pur-
ported goal. The Department of Justice 
(DOJ), however, has created a better ap-
proach to address fair credit risk without de-
creasing competition and harming con-
sumers. The DOJ model was used as a tem-
plate for a comprehensive compliance pro-
gram that the National Automobile Dealers 
Association, National Association of Minor-
ity Automobile Dealers, and American Inter-
national Automobile Dealers Association 
issued last year to their respective members. 
This compliance program addresses fair cred-
it risk where it matters—in the showroom— 
while preserving a dealer’s ability to dis-
count credit. 

Thirteen Congressional letters signed by 
over 90 Members and Senators on both sides 
of the aisle have been written to the CFPB 
asking questions and expressing concern re-
garding its auto guidance. Nonetheless, 
many essential questions still remain unan-
swered. The open and transparent process re-
quired by H.R. 1737 would provide a frame-
work for those questions to be answered, and 
to ascertain whether the CFPB’s new policy 
can withstand public scrutiny. 

Since the 1920s, credit has been the life-
blood of America’s auto industry. H.R. 1737 is 
a moderate, bipartisan process bill that does 
not direct a result or tie the CFPB’s hands, 
but merely gives the public an opportunity 
to scrutinize and comment on the CFPB’s at-
tempt to change the auto loan market via 
‘‘guidance.’’ 

We respectfully ask you to protect con-
sumers and vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 1737. Thank 
you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 
PETER WELCH, 

President, National 
Automobile Dealers 
Association. 

CHRIS STINEBERT, 
President and CEO, 

American Financial 
Services Association. 

STEVE JORDAN, 
CEO, National Inde-

pendent Automobile 
Dealers Association. 

CODY LUSK, AIADA, 
President, American 

International Auto-
mobile Dealers Asso-
ciation. 

MITCH BAINWOL, 
President and CEO, 

Alliance of Auto-
mobile Manufactur-
ers. 

PHIL INGRASSIA, 
President, The Na-

tional RV Dealers 
Association. 

FRANK HUGELMEYER, 
President, Recreation 

Vehicle Industry As-
sociation. 

FRANK HACKETT, 
CEO, National Auto 

Auction Association. 
TIM BUCHE, 

President and CEO, 
Motorcycle Industry 
Council. 

UNITED STATES CONSUMER COALITION. 
Majority Leader MCCARTHY, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

MAJORITY LEADER MCCARTHY: On behalf of 
the U.S. Consumer Coalition, I write in sup-
port of H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming CFPB Indi-
rect Auto Financing Guidance Act.’’ USCC 
thanks you for scheduling a House vote on 
legislation that would rescind flawed guid-
ance from the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau (CFPB) that was designed to 
eliminate the ability of consumers to access 
auto financing discounts. 

USCC would also like to thank Representa-
tive Guinta and Chairman Hensarling for 
prioritizing the needs of American con-
sumers by introducing and shepherding this 
legislation through Committee. 

The U.S. Consumer Coalition (USCC) is a 
grassroots advocacy organization that works 
to protect consumers’ rights to access free- 
market goods and services, and we believe 
that all Americans benefit from a thriving 
free-market economy. Unfortunately, the 
CFPB is actively engaging in efforts to regu-
late, restrict, and diminish consumer choice. 
As an advocate on behalf of America’s con-
sumers, defending their right to make deci-
sions for themselves and their families with-
out burdensome government interference, 
USCC supports H.R. 1737. 

H.R. 1737 would grant consumers continued 
access to auto financing discounts that can 
save them millions of dollars every year. To 
further protect the rights’ of consumers, 
H.R. 1737 would also require more trans-
parency in the CFPB’s regulation and rule 
making process. Specifically, the bill would 
require the CFPB: 

Provide a public notice and comment pe-
riod before issuing any final guidance on in-
direct auto financing; 

Make publicly available all information re-
lied on by the CFPB for making such a rule; 

Consult with other government agencies 
that share jurisdiction over the indirect auto 
lending market; and 

Study the costs and impacts of the guid-
ance to consumers and women-owned, minor-
ity-owned, and small businesses. 

By the CFPB’s own admission, the 2013 
guidance was made without any study on the 
impact that it would have on consumers. It 
is imperative that such studies are done to 
show the direct, and indirect, impacts that 
the powerful CFPB can have on the every 
day lives of the American consumer. 

USCC supports the reforms that H.R. 1737 
seeks to make, as well as any effort to pro-
tect consumers’ freedom and choice. 

Sincerely, 
BRIAN WISE, 
President, USCC. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE AUTOMOBILE 
DEALERS ASSOCIATION, INC., 
Concord, NH, November 16, 2015. 

Hon. FRANK GUINTA, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE GUINTA: On behalf 
of the 149 new car and truck dealers in New 
Hampshire, we are writing to express our 
strong support for H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guidance 
Act.’’ This bipartisan bill was introduced on 
April 8 by you and Rep. Ed Perlmutter (D– 
CO). H.R. 1737 would rescind the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau’s (CFPB) 
flawed 2013 auto finance guidance and allow 
the CFPB to reissue it under an open and 
transparent process. 

In addition to rescinding the 2013 guidance, 
H.R. 1737 would require that, prior to issuing 
any new guidance related to indirect auto fi-
nancing, the CFPB: 

provide notice and a period for public com-
ment; 

make public any studies, data, and anal-
yses upon which the guidance is based; 

consult with the Federal Reserve Board, 
the Federal Trade Commission and the De-
partment of Justice; and 

study the cost and impact of the guidance 
on consumers as well as women-owned, mi-
nority-owned, and small businesses. 

By design, H.R. 1737 does not impinge on 
the CFPB’s structure, jurisdiction, or au-
thorities. 

H.R. 1737 is needed to produce a more in-
formed guidance compared to the 2013 guid-
ance, which lacked public input, trans-
parency, consultation with the CFPB’s sister 
agencies and, by the CFPB’s own admission, 
any study of the impact of the guidance on 
consumers. As a consequence of being issued 
without these essential safeguards, the 
CFPB’s guidance could potentially (1) elimi-
nate a dealer’s ability to discount credit in 
the showroom; (2) raise credits costs; and (3) 
push marginally creditworthy consumers out 
of the auto credit market entirely. 

Apart from the fact that guidance should 
not be used as a means to make sweeping 
policy and market changes, the CFPB auto 
guidance does not effectively manage fair 
credit risk in the showroom, which is its pur-
ported goal. The Department of Justice 
(DOJ), however, has created a better ap-
proach to address fair credit risk without de-
creasing competition and harming con-
sumers. The DOJ model is being used as a 
template for a comprehensive compliance 
program that the National Automobile Deal-
ers Association, National Association of Mi-
nority Automobile Dealers, and American 
International Automobile Dealers Associa-
tion issued last year to their respective 
members. This optional compliance program 
addresses fair credit risk where it matters— 
in the showroom—while preserving a dealer’s 
ability to discount credit. 

H.R. 1737 establishes an orderly, trans-
parent process whereby the CFPB can iden-
tify the DOJ model as a viable means to ad-
dress fair credit risk. 

Since the 1920s, credit has been the life-
blood of America’s auto industry. H.R. 1737 is 
a moderate, bipartisan process bill that does 
not direct a result or tie the CFPB’s hands, 
but merely gives the public an opportunity 
to scrutinize and comment on the CFPB’s at-
tempt to change the auto loan market via 
‘‘guidance.’’ Without this legislation, dealer- 
assisted financing remains at risk, along 
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with the threat that the CPFB’s policy may 
eliminate our customers’ ability to obtain 
lower interest rates at dealerships. 

On behalf of all New Hampshire small busi-
ness auto dealers, thank you for your leader-
ship on this important small business and 
consumer issue. 

Sincerely, 
DENNIS GAUDET, 

New Hampshire Direc-
tor, National Auto-
mobile Dealers Asso-
ciation. 

WILLIAM GURNEY, 
Chairman, New Hamp-

shire Automobile 
Dealers Association. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. AL GREEN), who is the 
ranking member on the Oversight and 
Investigations Subcommittee. 

Mr. AL GREEN of Texas. Mr. Chair-
man, I thank President Obama; I thank 
Mr. Cordray, who is the head of the 
CFPB; and I thank the ranking mem-
ber for taking the position of pro-
tecting consumers. 

Mr. Chairman, we live in a world 
where it is not enough for things to be 
right. They must also look right. And 
here is what doesn’t look right and, in 
fact, is not right. 

It doesn’t look right and is not right 
for a person to go into an auto dealer-
ship, agree on a price, and then be sent 
to a finance department where this in-
direct lending takes place. It doesn’t 
look right for that person to then be 
quoted an interest rate and agree to 
that interest rate, not knowing that 
the interest rate that the person has 
agreed to is higher than the one the 
person qualified for. 

This is what we are dealing with, 
consumers not knowing that they are 
paying more for their interest rates 
than they have qualified for. We dealt 
with this with the yield spread pre-
mium, same thing, slightly different, 
in that it dealt with home mortgages, 
but we outlawed that in Dodd-Frank. 
The CFPB is now trying its very best 
to make sure all people are treated 
fairly and equally when they apply for 
auto loans. 

It doesn’t look right for this to hap-
pen, and studies consistently show that 
minorities, African Americans, His-
panics, Asians, are charged more for 
these loans than others are charged. 
The empirical evidence is there for 
those who wish to see it. 

It is not enough for things to be 
right; they must also look right. This 
bill just doesn’t look right, and it 
doesn’t smell right, and it is not right, 
and we ought not continue this kind of 
behavior in this country. 

In a righteous world, we would be de-
bating the type of fraud that is being 
perpetrated on consumers. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask that people vote 
their conscience. But I will tell you 
that I am not going to support this 
kind of procedure that makes it en-
tirely possible for invidious discrimina-
tion to continue. I came here to fight 
invidious discrimination. This is a part 
of that fight. 

We must not allow this kind of be-
havior to continue when we have got a 
CFPB that is willing to stand up for 
minorities, we have got a President 
who has appointed this man, and we 
have got a ranking member who is 
fighting hard to make sure minorities 
are treated fairly. 

To this end, I would say, consumers 
have no greater friend in the Congress 
of the United States of America than 
the Honorable MAXINE WATERS, who 
goes to bat every day to make sure 
that consumers, regardless of race, 
creed, color, national origin, or sexu-
ality, are treated fairly. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT), chairman 
of the Capital Markets and Govern-
ment Sponsored Enterprises Sub-
committee of our committee. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, it was 
just back in 2013, the CFPB, the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau, 
issued something called a bulletin. 

What did it do? It tried to eliminate 
auto dealer discounts, essentially help-
ing consumers, on the grounds that 
these discounts create a fair credit 
risk. 

Now, there are two major problems 
with what they did. First, the CFPB’s 
actions will actually raise costs, raise 
credit costs for families—these very 
same families that are having a tough 
time, as it is, in this economy because 
this is a bad economy right now—and 
make it harder for these family to pur-
chase a car. 

Secondly, the CFPB’s action is ex-
pressly prohibited by law from regu-
lating auto dealers by the authorizing 
statute in Dodd-Frank. 

You see, the CFPB acted behind 
closed doors, without any transparency 
or input from the general public that 
they are supposed to be protecting, to 
circumvent, to go around the law, and 
found an indirect way to alter an in-
dustry that the CFPB is prohibited by 
law from doing. 

If that is not the very definition of 
an out-of-control agency, I don’t know 
what it is. 

Mr. Chairman, it is time that we de-
fend the rule of law in this country and 
defend transparent government against 
these unaccountable bureaucrats down 
the street at the CFPB. 

That is why I am proud to sponsor 
the Reforming CFPB Indirect Auto Fi-
nancing Guidance Act. And by doing 
so, by repealing their improper, unlaw-
ful actions and denying the ability to 
provide dealers discounts, denying the 
ability to provide them the discounts 
to the customers, and requiring a 
transparent process for all future ac-
tions, this bill will preserve the con-
sumers’ ability to get a discounted 
auto rate and preserve the ability to 
adhere to the principles of open, hon-
est, transparent, lawful government. 

So I urge my colleagues from both 
sides of the aisle to support H.R. 1737. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

We must realize that what Mr. GAR-
RETT just shared with us is certainly 
not what the CFPB has done. As a mat-
ter of fact, what the CFPB has done, it 
has said: Lender, you cannot say that I 
will take X amount of percentage of in-
terest; I will take 5, 10 percent interest; 
and, dealer, you can mark it up an-
other 3, 4, 5 percent. 

So he has not exactly shared with 
you what happens with the CFPB. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON), a mem-
ber of the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

Mr. ELLISON. I want to thank the 
gentlewoman for the time. The ranking 
member has been an outstanding advo-
cate for American consumers, and I 
thank her. 

I rise today to ask people to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this piece of legislation and to 
alert the American people of another 
attempt to make it easier to over-
charge you when you make a purchase. 

Today’s threat to Americans’ wallets 
occurs when you try to buy a car. Most 
people need to take out a loan to buy 
a car or a truck. They frequently get 
their financing through an auto dealer. 

Car buyers don’t realize that some 
dealers can raise the price or the inter-
est rate offered by the partnering bank 
to make an additional profit. 

For years, there has been a concern 
that African Americans and Latinos, 
despite negotiating harder and having 
good credit scores, pay a higher inter-
est rate than white car buyers, charg-
ing some people 2 or 2.5 more percent 
than others, based on skin color. 

It is also a violation of the law. The 
Equal Credit Opportunity Act prohibits 
discrimination in the financial market-
place. Lenders who partner with auto 
dealers have a responsibility to ensure 
that borrowers receive fair treatment. 
That is what the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau is trying to do. 

The CFPB issued guidance recom-
mending that the auto industry estab-
lish flat-rate pricing and some other 
approach to ensure that they are not 
discriminating against their cus-
tomers. This makes sense to me and 
would be beneficial to consumers. 

This bill, on which I urge a ‘‘no,’’ nul-
lifies the CFPB’s guidance. It requires 
the bill to jump through a number of 
hoops that open the Bureau up to liti-
gation before the CFPB can establish 
new guidance. 

The National Association of Minority 
Auto Dealers opposes this bill. They 
say: ‘‘To date, the recent consent or-
ders between the CFPB, DOJ and finan-
cial institutions and captive finance 
companies to settle discrimination 
claims have not resulted in any nega-
tive outcomes or loss of revenue for mi-
nority dealers. We are convinced that 
this matter should and, more impor-
tantly, can be resolved with a non-
legislative fix.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, I say thank you to 
them. 

When people are overcharged or 
treated unfairly in the marketplace, it 
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harms their ability to build wealth and 
fully participate in this economy. If 
you want to do something about in-
come inequality, you must say ‘‘no’’ to 
this bill. 

Join the National Association of Mi-
nority Auto Dealers, the National As-
sociation for the Advancement of Col-
ored People, the Center for Responsible 
Lending, the Consumers Union, Con-
sumer Action, the National Council of 
La Raza, Americans for Financial Re-
form, American Association for Jus-
tice, ColorOfChange, Leadership Con-
ference on Civil Rights and Human 
Rights, the Urban League, and more to 
vote ‘‘no’’ on this legislation. 

I include in the RECORD the National 
Association of Minority Automobile 
Dealers’ letter opposing this legislation 
and the NAACP’s letter opposing this 
legislation. 

I just want to point out that dis-
crimination in this country has been 
fought long and hard for centuries. 
Let’s not stop now. 

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF 
MINORITY AUTOMOBILE DEALERS, 

Largo, MD, November 13, 2015. 
Hon. G.K. BUTTERFIELD, 
RHOB, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN BUTTERFIELD: The Na-
tional Association of Minority Automobile 
Dealers (NAMAD) is not in support of H.R. 
1737, ‘‘Reforming CFPB Indirect Auto Fi-
nancing Guidance Act’’, as we believe this 
issue can and should be resolved non-legisla-
tively. This legislation does nothing to alter 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bureau’s 
(CFPB) authority to enforce, or lenders’ obli-
gations under the Equal Credit Opportunity 
Act (Act). 

We support the CFPB’s mission to ensure 
that consumers are protected and treated 
fairly. Reversing guidance to lenders at a 
time of heightened regulatory scrutiny could 
delay lenders’ efforts to comply with the 
Act. 

Looking back on the great financial crisis 
of 2008, legislation enacted to bail out finan-
cial institutions and to aid General Motors 
and Chrysler through bankruptcy was not 
beneficial for minority dealers. Minority- 
owned dealers were disproportionally af-
fected with a 40% (400 dealers) decline in its 
dealer body in comparison to non-minority 
dealers, who suffered only a 6% decline. 
Today, out of the 18,000 new automobile deal-
erships, only 1,100 are minority owned. 

NAMAD finds that, to date, the recent con-
sent orders between the CFPB, DOJ and fi-
nancial institutions and captive finance 
companies to settle discrimination claims 
have not resulted in any negative outcomes 
or loss of revenue for minority dealers. 

We are convinced that this matter should, 
and more importantly, can be resolved with 
a non-legislative fix. In particular, NAMAD 
believes that the Fair Credit Compliance 
Policy & Program it instituted in 2014 along 
with NADA and AIADA achieves this goal, as 
the program is designed to prevent any dis-
criminatory practices for all consumers. 

We do not support H.R. 1737, as the solu-
tion to discrimination in auto lending, but 
rather urge you and your colleagues to assist 
us in coming up with and implementing a 
non-legislative answer. 

Sincerely, 
DAMON LESTER, 

President. 

NOVEMBER 18, 2015. 
Re NAACP Strong Opposition to H.R. 1737, 

The Reforming CFPB Indirect Auto Fi-
nancing Guidance Act. 

MEMBERS, 
U.S. House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE ELLISON, On behalf 
of the NAACP, our nation’s oldest, largest 
and most widely-recognized grassroots-based 
civil rights organization, I strongly urge you 
to oppose and vote against H.R. 1737, the Re-
forming CFPB Indirect Auto Financing 
Guidance Act. If enacted, this legislation 
will allow racial and ethnic minorities to 
continue to be discriminated against by auto 
lenders. Discrimination based on race or eth-
nicity in the financial services or any other 
arena must be stopped, and this bill goes in 
the opposite, and wrong, direction. 

Financial regulators have known for more 
than 20 years that the full price you may pay 
for an auto may not be based solely on the 
make, type, and model of the car; some of 
the less scrupulous car dealers would offer 
higher loan rates to people based on the 
color of their skin, their last name, or what 
they look like. In the mid–1990’s, this trend 
of discrimination became apparent and a se-
ries of lawsuits were filed against the largest 
auto finance companies in the country. The 
data from those lawsuits showed that bor-
rowers of color were twice as likely to have 
their loans marked up, and paid markups 
twice as large as similarly situated white 
borrowers with similar credit ratings. Thus, 
on March 21, 2013, the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau (CFPB) issued a bulletin 
providing guidance for indirect auto lenders 
who may fall within the CFPB’s jurisdiction 
on ways to limit fair lending risk under the 
Equal Credit Opportunity Act, or ECOA. 

This CFPB bulletin explained that certain 
lenders who offer auto loans through dealer-
ships are responsible for any unlawful, dis-
criminatory pricing, which may occur and 
that they should take actions to eliminate 
the discrimination. In other words, dealers 
could continue to mark up loans, and they 
could continue to be compensated for such 
mark-ups; simply, they should not 
discriminatorily mark-up loans based on 
race. And the financial servicers which 
underwrote the loans should do what they 
could to ensure that discrimination based on 
race or against any other protected class was 
not perpetuated. 

The NAACP commends the CFPB on this 
guidance on indirect auto lending. It is an 
important step in the Bureau’s enforcement 
of fair lending laws and regulations, and it is 
clearly within the jurisdiction of the CFPB 
to ensure that there is not discrimination in 
lending. 

The CFPB has authority to examine large 
banks, and credit unions—and their affili-
ates—that have assets over $10 billion. The 
CFPB supervises more than 150 of the na-
tion’s largest financial institutions. Further-
more, existing law, ECOA, makes it illegal 
for a creditor to discriminate in any aspect 
of a credit transaction on prohibited bases 
including race, color, religion, national ori-
gin, sex, marital status, and age. Under 
ECOA, and not to mention under the rules of 
basic fairness and a moral sense of right and 
wrong, lenders have an obligation to monitor 
and eradicate discrimination, and to change 
those practices that lead to the discrimina-
tion. In its bulletin, the CFPB reiterated 
that certain lenders which may offer auto 
loans through dealerships are liable for un-
lawful, discriminatory pricing. 

Racial and ethnic minorities have long 
been victims of high priced, often- 
unsustainable, predatory, loans. This is true 
when we are discussing almost every finan-
cial transaction: whether it be a mortgage, 
an auto loan, or a short-term loan just to 

make ends meet, including a payday loan. 
These high cost, predatory, loans have been 
a staple in our community for decades. 
Study after study has clearly demonstrated 
that even when credit history is taken into 
account, African Americans and Latinos are 
regularly charged more for home or auto 
loans than white customers. While dealer 
markups affect all consumers, research has 
shown that Latino and African American 
borrowers are more likely than White bor-
rowers to receive an unnecessary markup in 
their interest rate, and the markup is typi-
cally higher for Latinos and African Ameri-
cans than Whites, regardless of creditworthi-
ness. 

H.R. 1737, the Reforming CFPB Indirect 
Auto Financing Guidance Act’’ would under-
mine the ability of the CFPB to root out dis-
crimination, something that has no place in 
our lending markets, yet has, unfortunately, 
been proven to exist. The role of the CFPB is 
to protect consumers, and with their 2013 
guidance, they have done just that. We 
should be applauding and encouraging the 
agency’s measured, yet affirmative, steps to 
stop discrimination. Yet H.R. 1737 attacks 
the Bureau’s attempts to protect us. 

Auto dealers and auto dealer financing 
agencies who play by the rules and do not 
discriminate should have no problems with 
the CFPB guidance. In fact, they should wel-
come it as it helps clean up an industry 
which has been tainted by discrimination for 
too long. An auto is too prevalent, too nec-
essary, and too much of a family investment 
for us to allow discrimination to exist in the 
cost of the car. 

Thank you in advance for your attention 
to the NAACP position. Should you have any 
questions or comments on the NAACP posi-
tion, please feel free to contact me. 

Sincerely, 
HILARY O. SHELTON, 

Director, NAACP 
Washington Bureau 
& Senior Vice Presi-
dent for Policy and 
Advocacy. 

PREVENT DISCRIMINATION IN AUTO LENDING 
OPPOSE H.R. 1737: THE REFORMING CFPB 

INDIRECT AUTO FINANCING GUIDANCE ACT 

H.R. 1737 is opposed by the National Associa-
tion of Minority Auto Dealers, Center for 
Responsible Lending, NAACP, Consumers 
Union, Consumer Action, National Coun-
cil of La Raza, Americans for Financial 
Reform, American Association for Jus-
tice (AAJ), Color of Change, Leadership 
Conference on Civil and Human Rights, 
National Consumer Law Center, National 
Urban League, U.S. PIRG, the Woodstock 
Institute and more. 

DEAR COLLEAGUE: We urge you to oppose 
H.R. 1737, the so-called ‘‘Reforming CFPB In-
direct Auto Financing Guidance Act.’’ This 
legislation would prevent the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau (CFPB) from en-
forcing laws against discrimination in auto 
lending. This bill nullifies CFPB’s guidance 
to lenders on how to avoid practices that 
may lead to discriminatory pricing. 

Automobiles are the most common finan-
cial assets owned by American households, 
and are a prerequisite for many jobs. When 
people buy cars with dealer financing, they 
can be charged an interest rate mark up. 
This mark up can be set by the individual 
car dealer. Such variable pricing can lead to 
discrimination. Even though current U.S. 
law prohibits lending discrimination based 
on unrelated background traits, African 
Americans, Latinos and others could be 
charged a higher interest rate, regardless of 
credit scores or income. 

In recent years, the CFPB and the Depart-
ment of Justice took actions resulting in 
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more than $176 million in fines and restitu-
tion to people who paid higher interest rates 
for auto loans based not on their credit risk 
but on their ethnicity. 

There is no reason why the CFPB should 
not be able to continue to enforce these rules 
for indirect auto lenders. When people are 
overcharged, they have less money to spend 
and invest which slows our economy. We 
urge members to support, not weaken, the 
CFPB’s effort to fight discrimination in auto 
lending. Oppose H.R. 1737. 

Sincerely, 
KEITH ELLISON, 

Co-Chair, Congres-
sional Progressive 
Caucus. 

RAÚL GRIJALVA, 
Co-Chair, Congres-

sional Progressive 
Caucus. 

SUPPORT FAIR LENDING, OPPOSE H.R. 1737 
STAND WITH NEARLY 70 CIVIL RIGHTS AND CON-

SUMER ADVOCACY ORGANIZATIONS IN OPPOSI-
TION TO H.R. 1737 
DEAR COLLEAGUE: This week, the House 

will consider H.R. 1737, the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Lending Guidance Act.’’ 
This legislation sends a clear message to the 
CFPB that they should back down from en-
forcing our fair lending laws against auto 
lenders. The CFPB has recovered $140 million 
in fines and penalties against auto lenders 
for engaging in discriminatory auto lending 
practices in two years—more than other reg-
ulators in the 40 years since the Equal Credit 
Opportunity Act (ECOA) was enacted. Now is 
not the time to tell the Bureau to back away 
from their mission in ensuring lending free 
from discrimination on the basis of race, eth-
nicity or other protected characteristics or 
to introduce unnecessary uncertainty to on-
going lender efforts to comply with fair lend-
ing laws. 

Over the course of several investigations, 
the CFPB has found that auto lenders have 
failed to appropriately monitor practices 
that allow African-American, Hispanic, and 
Asian and Pacific Islander borrowers to be 
charged more than their white counterparts 
through undisclosed interest-rate markups. 
These additional markups are charged with-
out regard to the borrower’s credit history 
and have displayed a clear pattern of dis-
crimination. Several large auto financers 
have already settled with the CFPB and 
pledged to reform their practices, while at 
least seven additional investigations are still 
ongoing. 

Dealers should be fairly compensated for 
their work, but it should not be at minority 
borrowers’ expense. Fair compensation for 
dealers can co-exist with affordable and equi-
table access to credit, and the CFPB’s ap-
proach to date reflects this recognition. 
Even the CEO of the largest auto retailer in 
the country, AutoNation’s Mike Jackson, 
has commended the CFPB’s approach stating 
that ‘‘[t]he goal [of the Honda Settlement] is 
to reduce the variability in loans without 
hurting the dealer economically . . . [t]h[e] 
[Honda agreement] is a very viable method 
of doing both of those things, and I’m saying 
the industry should look at this as a tem-
plate for moving forward.’’ 

The CFPB is tackling decades of discrimi-
nation in the auto lending marketplace, and 
they have done it in spite of various at-
tempts to undermine their authority to do so 
directly through familiar attacks on the Bu-
reau’s structure and funding and indirectly 
through proposals like H.R. 1737. This legis-
lation would tie the Bureau’s hands at the 
very time that they are making progress in 
reining in decades-old practices that have 
left far too many borrowers overpaying for 
their auto loans. 

Supporters of H.R. 1737 contend that the 
proposal is modest because it is not a direct 
attack on the Bureau’s structure, budget or 
enforcement authority under ECOA. This is 
misleading, as it undermines lenders’ at-
tempts to comply with ECOA. Lenders have 
used the guidance H.R. 1737 nullifies for 
nearly three years to develop compliance 
policies designed to protect consumers. As 
the Administration notes in their opposition 
to H.R. 1737, ‘‘[t]he bill would create confu-
sion about the existing protections in place 
to prevent discriminatory auto loan pricing, 
and effectively block [the] CFPB from 
issuing related guidance in the near-term.’’ 

Further, while H.R. 1737 does not expressly 
prohibit the reissuance of future guidance, 
the restrictions it places on the Bureau con-
cerning any future guidance ensures that it 
will be substantially delayed or never re-
issued. No other agency is required to under-
go requirements similar to a rulemaking for 
simply issuing guidance to regulated enti-
ties, and no other type of guidance from the 
CFPB is subject to these burdensome restric-
tions except guidance to auto lenders. In-
deed, H.R. 1737’s supporters have yet to dem-
onstrate why guidance to auto lenders re-
quires that the Bureau jump through so 
many bureaucratic hoops when the guidance 
is there to help lenders comply with the law. 

Contrary to H.R. 1737’s supporters’ claims 
that the proposal is necessary to maintain 
affordable auto financing, the CFPB’s over-
sight of potentially discriminatory lending 
practices has not led to higher borrower 
costs or restricted access to credit. Out-
standing auto loan balances reached $1 tril-
lion dollars in the second quarter of 2015— 
the first time in U.S. history. Industry ex-
perts predict that the number of vehicles 
sold in 2015 will exceed 17 million for the 
first time since 2001. The National Associa-
tion of Minority Auto Dealers have con-
firmed this, noting in their opposition to 
H.R. 1737 that the CFPB’s activity, ‘‘ha[s] 
not resulted in any negative outcomes or 
loss of revenue’’ for their member dealers. 
There is simply no evidence that the Bu-
reau’s oversight has caused prices to in-
crease or led to fewer borrowers being able to 
get financing. 

Make no mistake, H.R. 1737 leaves con-
sumers more vulnerable to unfair or dis-
criminatory business practices. This is why 
the Administration, the nation’s minority 
auto dealers, the largest auto dealer in the 
country, and nearly 70 civil rights organiza-
tions and consumer advocacy groups oppose 
H.R. 1737—it does nothing to move the ball 
forward on the important work of elimi-
nating potentially discriminatory lending 
practices. 

The people best positioned to address dis-
criminatory lending practices are the lend-
ers themselves, and H.R. 1737 denies lenders 
vital information they need to ensure that 
they are not underwriting loans that contain 
potentially discriminatory interest rate 
markups that harm borrowers. 

For the foregoing reasons I would urge a 
NO vote on H.R. 1737. 

Respectfully, 
MAXINE WATERS. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 10 seconds just to say that 
the exact same group the gentleman 
quoted, the National Association of Mi-
nority Auto Dealers, says in their let-
ter: ‘‘This legislation does nothing to 
alter the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau’s authority to enforce, or 
lenders’ obligations under the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act.’’ 

Again, that is a red herring. 
I yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 

from Indiana (Mr. MESSER). 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, if it 
ain’t broke, don’t fix it. 

Ignoring this simple wisdom, the 
CFPB issued a guidance bulletin, with-
out public notice and comment, threat-
ening to eliminate a car dealer’s abil-
ity to discount interest rates for their 
customers. 

This so-called guidance was offered 
with no study of the impact on con-
sumers or small businesses, and it was 
issued with no proof that current in-
dustry standard discount practices 
were harming consumers. 

Let me repeat. Despite the rhetoric, 
the guidance was issued with no evi-
dence of any discrimination. 

This much is clear: the regulatory 
burden imposed by this guidance will 
be bad for car dealers because it elimi-
nates a car dealer’s ability to provide 
lower interest rates for their cus-
tomers, and it is bad for consumers be-
cause they will inevitably pay more. 

H.R. 1737 is commonsense legislation 
that stops the CFPB’s solution in 
search of a problem. It nullifies the 
CFPB’s current guidance bulletin re-
stricting discounts on auto loan inter-
est rates, and it requires the CFPB to 
allow for public notice and comment 
before any further restrictions can be 
imposed. 

It also requires a study of the costs 
and impacts of interest rate deductions 
on consumers. 

It is a good bill, and I urge my col-
leagues to support it. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman and Members, this busi-
ness about consumers not being able to 
negotiate down, that somehow the car 
dealers can’t give a discount is abso-
lutely not true, absolutely not true. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Wisconsin (Ms. MOORE), the rank-
ing member on the Subcommittee on 
Monetary Policy and Trade of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. 

Ms. MOORE. I thank the ranking 
member. 

Mr. Chairman, I do rise to oppose 
H.R. 1737. I have listened very carefully 
to my colleagues, and I am very sym-
pathetic and empathetic to their desire 
to help their auto dealers. Too bad this 
legislation doesn’t do that. 

I also agree with the proponents of 
this bill that the CFPB can’t directly 
regulate auto dealers, and I don’t think 
the CFPB wants to regulate auto deal-
ers. 

b 1415 

The problem with this bill is that it 
doesn’t help auto dealers, and it is not 
a response to CFPB regulatory over-
reach. What the CFPB does have juris-
diction over is the Equal Credit Oppor-
tunity Act. 

A few years ago, the Bureau noticed 
a funny thing: that minorities were 
paying higher markups on auto loans, 
even when you control for credit risk 
and other factors, discounts. They no-
ticed if you were Jesus Rodriguez or 
Barack Obama Jones that somehow 
you paid a higher price for the car. 
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Now, the problem is that this legisla-

tion attempts to free the auto dealers 
from discrimination. Of course, dis-
crimination is a violation of the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act. The CFPB and 
the Department of Justice brought ac-
tions against these lenders for viola-
tions of ECOA. 

We heard from the other side that 
there was no evidence that these car 
dealers had done anything wrong. No, 
because it didn’t go to court. That is 
why there was no evidence. It went to 
settlement, and they settled for $140 
million. 

Pretty simple, the CFPB protected 
borrowers from discrimination and 
then put out helpful guidance. 

So why are we here today, Mr. Chair-
man? We are here considering this leg-
islation so that auto dealers can vio-
late the ECOA. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. STUTZMAN). 

Mr. STUTZMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the chairman for his yielding 
and his work on this issue. I also thank 
Mr. GUINTA for bringing this bill for-
ward. 

Mr. Chairman, ever since the CFPB 
introduced its 2013 bulletin on indirect 
auto lending, the need for this legisla-
tion has been clear. 

First, the CFPB issued its bulletin in 
order to get around the rulemaking 
process for indirect auto lending. This 
kind of guidance is traditionally used 
as a mere restatement of law or to pro-
vide further explanation of rule-
making. It is not traditionally used to 
make a major policy like fundamen-
tally altering the auto loan market. 

Second, it is clear that the CFPB is 
unwilling to publish online all of the 
data and assumptions it has relied 
upon for this guidance. Providing these 
details should be an obvious and easy 
step to implement for any credible gov-
ernment agency. 

Unfortunately, because the CFPB is 
not subject to the appropriations proc-
ess, they seem unwilling to comply 
with even the most commonsense over-
sight by Congress. Therefore, H.R. 1737 
is necessary to require the CFPB to 
provide for a notice and comment pe-
riod before it can reissue any related 
guidance. 

Mr. Chairman, this compromise leg-
islation represents fair and reasonable 
adjustments to the CFPB’s regulatory 
guidance process intended to promote 
transparency and accountability for 
regulators. This legislation is truly a 
bipartisan effort that was supported in 
committee by 13 Members on the mi-
nority side of the aisle. 

I am also glad to see widespread sup-
port for this legislation from a range of 
groups, including the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce, the National Automobile 
Dealers Association, the national RV 
Dealers Association, the Independent 
Community Bankers Association, and 
the Credit Union National Association. 

Mr. Chairman, last year I was proud 
to introduce legislation similar to Mr. 

GUINTA’s after hearing from so many 
auto dealers in my State the frustra-
tions they had with this particular 
rule. I am proud to support this legisla-
tion, and I urge my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle to help us promote 
greater transparency and account-
ability and bring common sense back 
to the marketplace. 

Again, I thank the gentleman from 
New Hampshire (Mr. GUINTA). 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, what Mr. STUTZMAN is 
doing is trying to confuse people be-
tween a rule and a guidance. This is a 
guidance, and they are trying, through 
this legislation, to make guidance 
comply with the same kind of rules 
that the rules have to go through. So 
don’t pay any attention to that. He is 
just trying to confuse people. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ), a member of the Financial 
Services Committee. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in strong opposition to H.R. 1737. 

Mr. Chairman, this legislation is yet 
another attempt to obstruct the most 
important watchdog working on behalf 
of U.S. consumers, the CFPB. 

Since its creation, the agency has re-
turned over $11 billion to more than 25 
million consumers harmed by unfair 
and deceptive practices. Its work is ab-
solutely essential for everyday Ameri-
cans, giving them the security of 
knowing that there is someone on their 
side. 

One area where the CFPB’s role is in-
creasingly important is auto finance, 
where outstanding car and truck loan 
balances now reach $1 trillion, the 
highest in history. 

Unfortunately, discrimination is still 
alive and well in the indirect auto lend-
ing marketplace. In the three settle-
ments to date against Ally Financial, 
Fifth Third Bank, and Honda, the 
CFPB secured nearly $140 million in 
borrower relief and penalties. It found 
that minority borrowers paid $200 more 
over the life of a car loan than White 
borrowers, even when controlling for 
borrowers’ creditworthiness. 

The CFPB’s findings are consistent 
with decades of litigation and research 
that confirm that discretionary mark-
ups in indirect auto lending cause mil-
lions of dollars in overpayments from 
minority borrowers. To further their 
work in this area, the CFPB issued spe-
cific guidance regarding auto lending 
practices. 

Unfortunately, H.R. 1737 will repeal 
this guidance and place absurd restric-
tions on the reissuance of any new 
guidance. These new restrictions would 
be unique to the CFPB and would place 
an unprecedented burden on the agen-
cy’s issuance of guidance designed to 
help lenders comply with Federal fair 
lending laws. This undermines the 
basic role of the CFPB and will create 
uncertainty regarding the application 
of Federal lending laws in the auto fi-
nance sector. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SMITH of Ne-
braska). The time of the gentlewoman 
has expired. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentlewoman 
from New York an additional 30 sec-
onds. 

Ms. VELÁZQUEZ. Doing so is a raw 
deal for car buyers, especially minori-
ties, who continue to fall victim to de-
ceptive and unfair practices. 

Let’s let the CFPB do what it is sup-
posed to do—protect the millions of 
consumers that will buy cars this 
year—and reject H.R. 1737. I urge a 
‘‘no’’ vote on this misguided legisla-
tion. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
might I inquire how much time is re-
maining on each side. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 15 minutes remaining. 
The gentlewoman from California has 
131⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. HINOJOSA), my Democratic 
colleague. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 1737, the Re-
forming CFPB Indirect Auto Financing 
Guidance Act. 

I am proud to say that in my 19 years 
in Congress, I have been a champion of 
the consumer and have fought for their 
protection. As a member of the Finan-
cial Services Committee, I strongly 
supported the creation of the Consumer 
Financial Protection Bureau and con-
tinue to be a strident defender and pro-
ponent of CFPB. 

I support this bill to correct the 
CFPB’s guidance with respect to indi-
rect auto lending, which would in-
crease the cost of consumer financing. 
In our effort to find discrimination in 
the marketplace, we must be careful 
not to push for policy solutions that 
hurt the very consumers we are trying 
to protect. 

This bill does not prevent nor hinder 
the CFPB or any agency from enforc-
ing fair lending laws. Rather, it pro-
vides an opportunity to reissue the 
guidance in a more inclusive and trans-
parent manner. 

As part of our mission to protect con-
sumers, I urge the CFPB to work close-
ly with stakeholders to improve the 
guidance in this important area. I also 
encourage the Bureau to develop and 
implement a financial literacy pro-
gram aimed at teaching consumers the 
skills necessary to make informed fi-
nancial decisions regarding the pur-
chase of an auto through the use of fi-
nancing. We need to do everything we 
can to ensure Americans have the basic 
financial literacy skills to enable them 
to navigate our increasingly complex 
financial system and make good, in-
formed decisions. 

Mr. GUINTA. Will the gentleman 
from Texas yield? 

Mr. HINOJOSA. I yield to the gen-
tleman from New Hampshire so that he 
may express support for financial lit-
eracy and offer to work with us to en-
courage the Bureau to develop a finan-
cial literacy program aimed at auto fi-
nancing. 
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Mr. GUINTA. I would like to reit-

erate that the CFPB has the authority 
and the tools to increase financial lit-
eracy skills to consumers. I would be 
more than happy to work with the gen-
tleman personally to make sure that 
they better educate consumers when 
they are purchasing a car. That is 
something that is important and crit-
ical. I value the interest that the gen-
tleman has on this component of the 
bill, and I plan to work with the gen-
tleman. 

Mr. HINOJOSA. I thank the gen-
tleman. I gladly accept his offer, and I 
look forward to working together to 
promote financial literacy, especially 
with respect to auto financing. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support H.R. 1737. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman and Members, this is not 
about financial literacy. This is about 
raw discrimination. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS), the 
ranking member of the Oversight and 
Government Reform Committee. He is 
a real fighter for freedom and justice. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman for yielding, 
and I thank the gentlewoman for her 
strong leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today to oppose 
H.R. 1737. If this bill is enacted, it will 
cost minority auto purchasers millions 
of dollars. 

Car purchases are extremely com-
plicated transactions. Most Americans 
make only a few in a lifetime, and they 
are not familiar with the many de-
tailed terms and procedures of these 
transactions. One thing that is not 
complicated is that charging a markup 
just because a buyer is a minority is 
simply illegal. 

The Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau protects minority purchasers 
against auto dealers that seek to 
charge abusive and predatory markups. 
The purpose of the bill before us today 
is to eliminate this protection—that is 
exactly what it is—leaving minority 
consumers at risk of being charged 
abusive and predatory interest rates. 

In 2013, the CFPB ordered Ally Bank 
to pay $80 million in damages and $18 
million in penalties for imposing high-
er interest rates on 235,000 minority 
borrowers. Just this year, the Bureau 
ordered Fifth Third Bank to pay $18 
million in damages for permitting 
markups of as much as 2.5 percent for 
minorities. 

Because this bill would prevent the 
CFPB from carrying out its duty to 
protect minority borrowers, the admin-
istration has announced they would 
veto this bill. 

This House should reject H.R. 1737 
and every repeated effort to under-
mine—and that is exactly what it is, to 
undermine—the CFPB. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. DAVID SCOTT), my Demo-
cratic colleague. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. 
Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, I 

want to take a moment to point out 
why I am supporting this and am a co-
sponsor of this bill. 

First of all, to our leader, the rank-
ing member who does an excellent job, 
she is absolutely right. We must go at 
discrimination with lenders. But, Mr. 
Chairman, the unintended consequence 
of this is not punishing the lenders who 
may or may not be doing discrimina-
tion. If we show it, they should. Unfor-
tunately, this guidance goes directly at 
dealers and low- and moderate-income 
customers, African Americans and 
other minorities who will be denied, 
because it takes away the dealers’ abil-
ity to discount interest rates and be 
flexible. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are 55 mil-
lion unbanked and underbanked people 
in the United States. They don’t have 
the bank. They are not going to Ally 
Bank. 
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But when they want, they have to 
buy a car. Some of them don’t even 
have a credit card, but they have that 
dealer that can walk through the door. 
And if that dealer has the flexibility to 
be able to discount the interest rate, 
bringing a lower price to the car, they 
shouldn’t be denied from having that 
opportunity to do it. 

Now, let me go to the racial issue. 
When you play the race card, you have 
got to make sure you play it right. 
That is all I am saying. 

When we looked at the CFPB and we 
looked at the methodology that they 
used to determine who the Black peo-
ple were, they said: Hey, the best way 
of doing this is to go by the last names: 
Jackson, Williams, Johnson, Robinson. 

Yeah. A lot of Black people are 
named that, but there are an awful lot 
of White people that are named that, 
too. 

So is there any wonder, when the 
checks went out, that there were some 
happy White people, looking: Where did 
I get this money? Where did I get this 
$200 or $300 from? 

Now, ladies and gentlemen, I take a 
backseat to nobody when it comes to 
standing up and fighting for racial 
equality. My life’s story is that. I inte-
grated the school systems in Scarsdale, 
New York, where not only was I just 
the only Black kid in the school or in 
my class, but I was the only Black kid 
in the whole city of Scarsdale. 

My office mate in the Senate was Ju-
lian Bond. We went all across this 
country speaking for 40 years as a 
State representative, as a State sen-
ator, and now as a Congressman. My 
whole life has been for fighting this. 

But when you deal with racial dis-
crimination, it has got to be right. The 
methodology that the CFPB used is 
flawed. It is absolutely flawed. In the 
process, the CFPB itself is being 
charged with racial discrimination. 

Now, all I am saying is what is fair is 
fair. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield the gen-
tleman from Georgia an additional 1 
minute. 

Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia. We 
are not asking to discontinue this. We 
are asking to go after where the dis-
crimination is. But don’t hurt the 
lower middle-income people who don’t 
have the credit or don’t have a credit 
card. 

They have to go in there and work 
with that dealer. If you take that out 
of the way of the dealer, you are hurt-
ing the very people that some of the 
people who are opposing our bill want 
to help. 

So, Mr. Chairman, let’s get clarity 
here. Let’s get truth here. All we are 
doing is asking the CFPB to come 
back, start over, get the right method-
ology, so you are getting the right peo-
ple that you are sending the checks to, 
and also call in the Justice Depart-
ment, the Federal Trade Commission, 
and the Federal Reserve, who are the 
ones under Dodd-Frank that regulate 
the auto dealers and not auto lenders. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Chairman and Members, all of 
the arguments that are used by the 
other side simply are not true. 

They claim that the CFPB does not 
have the authority. They do have the 
authority under the Equal Credit Op-
portunity Act. 

They claim that they didn’t use the 
right methodologies, the same that is 
used by the Justice Department. 

They claim that the dealers can’t 
give discounts. That is absolutely not 
true. They can. 

I yield as much time as he may con-
sume to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. JEFFRIES), a young man that has 
been leading an effort on the floor of 
Congress for justice for minorities and 
women consistently. 

Mr. JEFFRIES. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the distinguished gentlewoman 
from California for yielding and for her 
leadership. 

Let’s be clear. The opponents of this 
legislation are not playing the race 
card. America for centuries has played 
the race card—slavery, Jim Crow, 
lynchings, the Black Codes, institu-
tional racism, unconscious bias—that 
continues to this day. 

Yes. Of course we have come a long 
way in the United States of America, 
but we still have a long way to go. Ev-
eryone should have recognized the fact 
a few months ago when those souls 
were killed in Charleston, South Caro-
lina, that racism in many corridors in 
this country is still functional, in ex-
istence, and poisoning our society. 

So when we take a situation where 
African American consumers are pay-
ing higher interest rates for the same 
financial product when controlling for 
creditworthiness put in the context of 
history in this country, we are con-
cerned. 

All we are simply saying is that, if 
we really believe in a country where 
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everyone, regardless of color, has the 
opportunity to robustly pursue the 
American Dream, we need a level play-
ing field. We need rules of engagement 
that apply to everyone, regardless of 
the color of their skin. We need equal 
opportunity. 

That doesn’t exist right now in the 
automobile lending context. That is 
why I urge a ‘‘no’’ vote against this 
legislation. Let the CFPB do its work. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas (Mr. WILLIAMS), one of the out-
standing workers for H.R. 1737. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, in 
full disclosure, my name is WILLIAMS, 
as Mr. DAVID SCOTT had said. I am also 
an auto dealer, but my colleagues here 
in the House already know that. It is 
not something I am ashamed of. In 
fact, it is something I am very proud 
of. 

But Mr. GUINTA’s bill isn’t just about 
auto dealers. It is about an agency that 
continues to act not in the best inter-
est of the consumer, but bigger govern-
ment. 

Well, Mr. Chairman, I am here this 
afternoon to give you a little perspec-
tive on that. As many small-business 
owners can tell you, the financial crisis 
of 2008 was the worst they had ever 
seen. Millions of Americans and thou-
sands of small-business owners never 
recovered. 

In response, Congress passed the 
Dodd-Frank Act, which, in turn, cre-
ated the CFPB. The CFPB was given 
broad jurisdiction over the financial 
services sector: banks, insurance com-
panies, mortgage lenders, credit card 
companies, payday lenders. The list 
goes on and on and on. 

Dodd-Frank consisted of 2,300 pages 
of new laws and regulations. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to take a second and read 
from one of the sections of Dodd-Frank 
that has particular importance to us 
today. Section 1029 says: 

The Bureau may not exercise any 
rulemaking, supervisory enforcement 
or any authority, including any au-
thority to order assessment, over a 
motor vehicle dealer that is predomi-
nantly engaged in the sale and serv-
icing of motor vehicles, the leasing and 
servicing of motor vehicles, or both. 

So how did we get here today? In 
2013, the CFPB didn’t propose a new 
rule or a new regulation. In fact, they 
didn’t seek comments from industry, 
consumers, or even Congress. But, in-
stead, they offered guidance. 

Since releasing this guidance in 2013, 
the CFPB has acknowledged that they 
did not analyze or estimate the eco-
nomic impact it would have on cus-
tomers. In addition, an independent 
study commissioned by the American 
Financial Services Association found 
several significant flaws in the Bu-
reau’s methodology, which led to inac-
curate, incomplete, and unreliable con-
clusions about pricing disparities in 
the auto finance market. 

In addition, recent settlements from 
the CFPB and lenders have highlighted 

the Bureau’s strong-arm tactics and in-
ability to prevent fraudulent claims. 
At a hearing a few months ago, the 
Committee on Financial Services heard 
testimony about the lack of oversight 
implemented by the CFPB when paying 
claims to those who were potentially 
discriminated against. 

Mr. Chairman, what most don’t un-
derstand is that auto dealers—I re-
peat—auto dealers—are driven by com-
petition. We are driven by protecting 
our reputation, providing service to 
our customers, and serving our commu-
nities. 

When the CFPB issues fines on auto 
lenders for alleged discriminatory 
practices, they don’t punish the deal-
ers. They punish the consumer, the 
very people they are trying to sup-
posedly protect, just as most govern-
ment involvement does. 

Mr. GUINTA’s bill would finally bring 
transparency and clarification to a 
process that has had neither. 

Mr. Chairman, I know Director 
Cordray and all those at the CFPB 
think they can control my industry by 
controlling the lenders we do business 
with. But let’s not lose sight on what 
the law says. 

I urge passage of H.R. 1737. Let your 
conscience be your guide. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from California (Mr. 
GARAMENDI), a former insurance com-
missioner of California who has dealt 
with a lot of these issues. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentlewoman. 

My colleague from California has 
raised a very significant issue here. It 
kind of helps to actually read the 
guidelines. 

I have spent 8 years of my life as a 
regulator trying to protect the con-
sumers from unfair practices in the in-
surance industry, some of which dealt 
with the issue of credit. 

What we have here is an effort by the 
CFPB to give guidance—not a law, not 
a regulation, but guidance—to auto 
dealers and to indirect lenders on what 
they should do—not must do, but what 
they should do—to obey the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act, which the 
CFPB actually does have the power to 
enforce. 

By extension, an indirect lender 
stands in the place of an auto dealer in 
developing the terms of credit. That 
then makes the indirect lender subject 
to the Equal Credit Opportunity Act. 

It is pretty simple here. This is guid-
ance about how you could monitor 
what you should do as a dealer or as an 
indirect lender in obeying the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act. 

It is pretty simple. And when you 
don’t do it, there are outlines about 
what you should do to deal with any 
problem that is found. 

I am going: What is the problem 
here? The problem here is obeying the 
law as an indirect lender where you ac-
tually have the power to direct and to 
determine what the loan is. 

Now, my history in regulating the in-
surance industry is that there is a per-
nicious and continuing discrimination 
that takes place, not necessarily 
Black, not necessarily Hispanic, but it 
exists in the poorer communities and 
keeps those communities down because 
they wind up paying a whole lot more 
for insurance, for credit, and for other 
economic policies. Pretty simple. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I yield the gentleman an additional 30 
seconds. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me wrap up 
very quickly, then. 

This is about being fair in the prac-
tices of lending. I understand the auto 
dealers and the indirect lenders would 
rather not, but there is a history here, 
as has been stated in the debate, of 
where lenders have been found to be 
out of compliance with the Equal Cred-
it Opportunity Act. 

So what we are trying to do here 
with this opposition to this bill is say-
ing to follow the guidance, follow the 
guidance and stay out of trouble. Pret-
ty simple. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL). 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I rise today 
in support of my colleague from New 
Hampshire on his bipartisan bill to re-
form and assist our Nation’s auto deal-
ers and consumers and increase the 
oversight and transparency of the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau. 

Dodd-Frank explicitly prohibited the 
CFPB from regulating auto dealers, 
but their guidance on indirect auto 
lending is an end around to indeed do 
just that, regulate auto dealer sales. 

Not only is the CFPB’s guidance in-
herently flawed, but the agency has 
not provided the opportunity for public 
comment or input, nor have they 
shared any of their analysis or assump-
tions on which they based their model. 

This guidance is another example of 
emerging government price regulation 
and fee setting in the financial services 
industry. We have always, as a part of 
our financial regulation, tried not to 
set price by regulatory directive. In-
stead, we have operated on a consumer 
disclosure and consumer education 
model. 

But price regulation is clearly what 
this guidance does. It is softer and 
more delicate in its language, but it 
clearly is leading towards price regula-
tion. 

Consumer lending in banking is down 
among community banks. It has been 
cut in half over the past few years. One 
reason for that, one key reason for 
that, is the inability of a consumer 
bank to price for risk. 

Today’s legislation is not about dis-
crimination. It is about giving access 
to credit to people who need it and giv-
ing access to credit to them in the 
right way, particularly those families 
with limited resources. 

This bill in no way ties CFPB’s 
hands. It merely gives the public an op-
portunity to comment on the Bureau’s 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:05 Nov 19, 2015 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00024 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K18NO7.037 H18NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8307 November 18, 2015 
attempt to reshape the auto loan mar-
ket. 

Whether it is in a rural area or an 
urban area, this pernicious expansion 
of price regulation in financial services 
by the Federal Government will have a 
negative effect on credit allocation in 
our communities. 

Mr. Chairman, I include in the 
RECORD a letter from the Independent 
Community Bankers of America. 

INDEPENDENT COMMUNITY 
BANKERS OF AMERICA, 

Washington, DC, July 27, 2015. 
Hon. JEB HENSARLING, 
Chairman, Committee on Financial Services, 

House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 
Hon. MAXINE WATERS, 
Ranking Member, Committee on Financial Serv-

ices, House of Representatives, Washington, 
DC. 

DEAR CHAIRMAN HENSARLING AND RANKING 
MEMBER WATERS: On behalf of the more than 
6,000 community banks represented by ICBA, 
I write to thank you for scheduling a mark-
up for July 28 on important regulatory re-
form bills. We are particularly pleased that a 
number of the bills scheduled for markup re-
flect community bank regulatory relief ad-
vanced in ICBA’s Plan for Prosperity. We 
strongly encourage all committee members 
to vote YES on the bills noted below: 

The Financial Institution Customer Pro-
tection Act (H.R. 766). Sponsored by Rep. 
Blaine Luetkemeyer, H.R. 766 is designed to 
curtail the abuses of Operation Choke Point. 
The bill would prohibit the federal banking 
agencies from suggesting, requesting, or or-
dering a bank to terminate a customer rela-
tionship unless the regulator put the order 
in writing and specified a material reason for 
the action, among other provisions. 

The Portfolio Lending and Mortgage Ac-
cess Act (H.R. 1210). Sponsored by Rep. Andy 
Barr, H.R. 1210 would provide that any resi-
dential mortgage held in portfolio by the 
originator is a ‘‘qualified mortgage’’ for the 
purposes of the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau’s ‘‘ability to repay’’ rule. H.R. 
1210 will help preserve access to credit for 
customers of community banks and other 
lenders. 

The Small Bank Exam Cycle Reform Act of 
2015 (H.R. 1553). Sponsored by Rep. Scott Tip-
ton, H.R. 1553 would allow a highly rated 
community bank with assets of less than $1 
billion to use an 18 month exam cycle. ICBA 
supports a 24 month exam cycle for highly 
rated community banks. Because examiners 
have more than sufficient information to 
monitor a community bank from offsite, we 
believe that this change would not com-
promise supervision, and would actually in-
crease safety and soundness by allowing ex-
aminers to focus their limited resources on 
the true sources of risk. 

The Reforming CFPB Indirect Auto Fi-
nancing Guidance Act (H.R. 1737). Sponsored 
by Rep. Frank Guinta, H.R. 1737 would effec-
tively nullify the CFPB’s guidance on indi-
rect auto lending. In proposing and issuing 
guidance primarily related to indirect auto 
financing, the CFPB would be required to 
provide for a public notice and comment pe-
riod, make available all studies, data, and 
other information on which the guidance is 
based, and meet other requirements intended 
to ensure the process is open, transparent, 
and responsive to public input. The CFPB 
would also be required to consult with the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, the Federal Trade Commission, and 
the Department of Justice. ICBA suggests 
strengthening H.R. 1737 by requiring the 
CFPB to also consult with the Federal bank-
ing regulators, the Federal Deposit Insur-

ance Corporation and the Office of the Comp-
troller of the Currency. 

Financial Institutions Examination Fair-
ness and Reform Act (H.R. 1941). Sponsored 
by Reps. Lynn Westmoreland and Carolyn 
Maloney, H.R. 1941 would go a long way to-
ward improving the oppressive examination 
environment that many community banks 
experience during and following an economic 
downturn. 

Among other other provisions, H.R. 1941 
would create an Office of Independent Exam-
ination Review within the Federal Financial 
Institutions Examination Council and give 
financial institutions a right to an expe-
dited, independent review of an adverse ex-
amination determination before the Office’s 
Director or before an independent adminis-
trative law judge. 

ICBA also supports the provisions of H.R. 
1941 that would create more consistent and 
commonsense criteria for loan classifica-
tions and capital determinations. Estab-
lishing conservative, bright-line criteria will 
allow lenders to modify loans, as appro-
priate, without fear of being penalized. If 
these standards become law, they will give 
bankers the flexibility to work with strug-
gling but viable borrowers and help them 
maintain the capital they need to support 
their communities. 

The Homebuyers Assistance Act (H.R. 
3192). Sponsored by Rep. French Hill, H.R. 
3192 would provide a critical safe harbor from 
enforcement actions for compliance errors 
arising from the implementation of the Con-
sumer Financial Protection Bureau’s Truth 
in Lending Act/Real Estate Settlement Pro-
cedures Act Integrated Disclosures, provided 
the lender has acted in good faith to imple-
ment and comply with new regulations. 
Without this safe harbor, consumer mort-
gage closings are likely to be delayed due to 
the enormous complexity of the new rules 
and fear of excessive enforcement actions for 
minor errors. 

Taken together, the bills noted above 
would provide significant regulatory relief 
for community banks to the benefit of the 
customers and communities they serve. We 
will continue to press lawmakers to enact 
these sensible regulatory relief measures 
into law. 

Thank you again for bringing these bills 
before the committee. 

Sincerely, 
CAMDEN R. FINE, 

President & CEO. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. SAR-
BANES), a true champion for consumers. 

Mr. SARBANES. I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I oppose H.R. 1737. 
The title of this legislation, the Re-

forming CFPB Indirect Auto Financing 
Guidance Act, is misleading. The legis-
lation is not about ‘‘reforming’’ the 
guidance of the CFPB. It is about eras-
ing and undermining CFPB’s guidance 
altogether and suspending the Bureau’s 
good work when it comes to moni-
toring and identifying discrimination 
in auto lending. Both the CFPB and 
the Department of Justice have found 
repeatedly that dealer discretion in de-
termining the interest rates on auto 
loans leads to systemic discrimination 
against minority borrowers. 

Supporters have argued that this leg-
islation would bring clarity and trans-
parency to the auto loan market, but 

we must ask ourselves: Clarity and 
transparency for whom? It sure doesn’t 
bring transparency for the American 
public when it comes to auto dealers 
who have been found to have been tar-
geting minority communities with dis-
cretionary interest rate markups, in-
creasing the carrying costs of car own-
ership for individuals who too often 
cannot afford the increased financial 
burden. 

Of course, not all auto dealers engage 
in such practices, and we must be care-
ful in painting with a broad brush. In 
fact, I believe the CFPB’s guidance is a 
useful tool to protect the reputation of 
auto dealers who do the right thing by 
their customers—many of whom are 
leaders in their communities—against 
the predatory practices of a select few 
who tarnish the industry. 

We should have clarity and trans-
parency—clarity and transparency in 
how interest rates are determined so as 
to prevent discriminatory lending 
practices—but let the CFPB do its job, 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau. 

Wall Street, the lenders, the mort-
gage companies, the big banks blew up 
our economy in 2009. They were ex-
ploiting a lot of consumers across the 
country. We set up the CFPB to pro-
tect financial consumers across the 
country. Let the CFPB do the job that 
it was given, which it is doing very 
well. 

I urge my colleagues to reject H.R. 
1737 and support the CFPB’s ongoing 
work on behalf of American consumers. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time is 
remaining on both sides. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 31⁄2 minutes remaining, 
and the gentlewoman from California 
has 41⁄2 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLY). 

Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. Chairman, I stand in strong sup-
port of H.R. 1737, and I will tell you 
why. It is because it is what I have 
done and what my family has done for 
almost 60 years. We are a third-genera-
tion automobile dealer. 

I can tell you that it is a people busi-
ness, not a White person business, not 
a Black person business, not a Brown 
person business, not a Red person busi-
ness, or a Yellow person business. It is 
a business that is done face-to-face. I 
have sat across the desk from many 
people, lower income people, who can-
not afford to get a car because they 
don’t have the ability to negotiate the 
auto loan. 

It is our business, and I am stunned 
by people who have never done what we 
have done who have somehow decided 
that we are racist and that we are over-
charging people. We are doing exactly 
the opposite, and you are doing exactly 
the opposite. You are discriminating 
against the very people who need our 
help to buy cars. We negotiate the deal 
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for them. We negotiate the cost down. 
So to stand here today and think that 
somehow this is racist—if I were a per-
son of color, I would be offended that 
you would even begin to suggest that I 
do not understand how to negotiate 
and that I do not understand who to 
trust and who not to trust. 

Three generations of Kellys have sold 
over 150,000 cars. You don’t do that by 
cheating people. You don’t do that by 
being a racist. You don’t do that by 
discriminating against people. You do 
that by working with people. It is stun-
ning in this House—America’s House— 
that we would reduce this down to an 
issue of color and not of cooperation. 
The ability to get these people trans-
portation—private transportation— 
falls on the shoulders of those who are 
the dealers. We negotiate in their best 
interest. 

How stunning to think that somehow 
we are these predators who are just 
taking advantage of these poor people 
who don’t have any financial literacy. 
That, my friends, ultimately, is the 
biggest insult you could give people of 
color or people of gender. It is abso-
lutely incredible to me that we would 
bring it to this issue. 

If you don’t understand our business, 
please learn about it. I don’t have to 
have a book of talking points in order 
to talk about what we have done our 
whole life. 

I stand in strong support of H.R. 1737 
and in strong support of common sense 
and the American way. 

The Acting CHAIR. Members are re-
minded to direct their remarks to the 
Chair. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman and Members, no one on 
this side of the aisle mentioned the 
word ‘‘racist.’’ It is only coming out of 
the mouths of the people on the oppo-
site side of the aisle. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Colorado (Mr. PERLMUTTER), a 
member of the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

Mr. PERLMUTTER. I thank the gen-
tlewoman from California, my ranking 
member. I appreciate the emotionally 
charged conversation that we are hav-
ing here on the House floor today. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
H.R. 1737. 

In the 14th Amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States, there 
are two basic principles among the oth-
ers that are noted. One is that no one 
shall be deprived of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law. 
The other one is that no one shall be 
denied equal protection under the laws 
of the United States of America. 

We have kind of a collision of these 
two principles today. One is that there 
is the potential for the disparate treat-
ment of people—discrimination—which 
all of us abhor and that we want to see 
rooted out by root and branch. The 
other is that, before you do a major 
policy in this country, there is always 
notice and an opportunity to be heard. 
That is where the collision comes in 
today. 

The Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau issued a bulletin without, real-
ly, notice and an opportunity to be 
heard to determine whether or not 
there was disparate treatment or 
whether methodologies that indicate 
there is are accurate. In fact, what we 
have seen is, 4 out of 10 times, it can be 
inaccurate based on this bulletin. 

So H.R. 1737, with as much emotion 
as it has raised, asks the CFPB to go 
back and check what they have done. 
At no time is there any limitation to 
CFPB’s or to the Department of Jus-
tice’s rights under the Equal Credit Op-
portunity Act to go after discrimi-
nating individuals, to go after bad ac-
tors. 

I would suggest to the CFPB that, 
while they are looking at their bulletin 
again, if they see evidence of discrimi-
nation, they refer it to the Justice De-
partment and that it be condemned 
loudly and roundly. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. Chairman and Members, this dis-
cussion today has been about discrimi-
nation. This discussion today is about 
the very powerful automobile dealers 
who come to the Congress of the 
United States and use their consider-
able influence to get the Members of 
Congress to get rid of a guidance that 
was put together by the Consumer Fi-
nancial Protection Bureau. 

They don’t want the guidance be-
cause they don’t want to be guided in 
how not to discriminate. They have 
gotten away for years with markups, 
and they have gotten away for years 
with targeting certain communities. 
For those who say that this has not 
happened, you are absolutely wrong. 
Minority communities, poor commu-
nities are targeted by every scheme 
and every fraudulent operation that 
you can think of. 

Whether we are talking about this 
markup that causes minorities to pay 
more for automobiles or payday loans 
or whether we are talking about these 
private, postsecondary rip-off schools, 
communities of color are not only tar-
geted in these ways, but we discovered 
in the 2008 subprime meltdown that 
communities have been targeted and 
that minorities who have the same 
credit ratings as others who are given 
loans—minorities who pay their bills— 
were charged more in interest rates for 
their mortgages than others. 

This is not something that we are 
making up. The people on the opposite 
side of the aisle will have you believe 
they are working in the best interest of 
these minorities who continue to be 
ripped off. I don’t have to say much, if 
anything, to prove that that is not 
true. Just take a look at who is sup-
porting them. We are supported by the 
NAACP, the National Council of La 
Raza, the National Association of Mi-
nority Auto Dealers, the Center for Re-
sponsible Lending, the National Con-

sumer Law Center, the Center for 
Working Families, the Consumers 
Union. There are 67 consumer organiza-
tions who are sick and tired of seeing 
minorities being ripped off. 

We are often counseled by those who 
say we are not pulling ourselves up by 
our bootstraps, that we are not doing 
enough. Why do you think a wealth gap 
exists? It exists because these fraudu-
lent schemes are supported by people 
like those on the other side of the 
aisle. 

I urge everyone in Congress to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this discriminatory legisla-
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself the balance of my time. 

It is fascinating to me how often the 
ranking member talks about discrimi-
nation, but she didn’t seem to talk 
about the discrimination coming out of 
the CFPB. She knows good and well, 
Mr. Chairman, that we have had wit-
ness after witness not come up with 
junk science about some disparate im-
pact methodology that is proven 
wrong, but we have had actual wit-
nesses come and talk about discrimina-
tion at the CFPB, which, apparently, 
the other side is now holding up as a 
paragon of virtue to enforce our civil 
rights laws. 

We have had the inspector general 
come and say, at the CFPB, minorities 
are underrepresented in upper pay 
bands. The inspector general says mi-
nority applicants are not hired in pro-
portion to qualifications. The inspector 
general says minority employees re-
ceive lower performance ratings. We 
have had one division of the CFPB that 
employees refer to as the ‘‘plantation.’’ 
This is in the 21st century? Now the 
ranking member wants to hold up the 
CFPB as some paragon of virtue be-
cause they use junk science—a method-
ology they admit themselves over-
represents minority populations? 

This is about due process, Mr. Chair-
man, due process for every American. 
We can’t have some rogue agency put-
ting out guidance and not allowing any 
public comment. We cannot allow this 
agency, regardless of what its motiva-
tions may be, to ultimately take away 
the credit opportunities of hard-work-
ing Americans who are trying to get 
ahead. We cannot let this rogue agency 
increase prices. 

It is time for us to support the legis-
lation. I encourage all Members to sup-
port it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Chair, I join many of my 
Democratic colleagues, as well as the 
NAACP, the Leadership Conference on Civil 
and Human Rights, the National Council of La 
Raza, the National Association of Minority 
Automobile Dealers, and many other civil 
rights groups, in opposing H.R. 1737, the Re-
forming CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guid-
ance Act, a bill that would significantly dimin-
ish the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau’s (CFPB) ability to protect consumers 
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from racial discrimination in the auto lending 
market and give auto dealers a leg up in 
charging higher interest rates, and, as studies 
have shown, in discrimination. In 2013, the 
CFPB issued guidance that was aimed at 
combatting these biases in the auto lending in-
dustry—because of a practice used by car 
dealers known as ‘‘markups,’’ people of color 
were paying more for car loans than their 
white counterparts with similar or identical 
credit histories. 

As the former chair of the Equal Employ-
ment Opportunity Commission, I am dismayed 
by the practice of ‘‘markups,’’ which allows 
discriminatory car dealers, who get a cut of 
the additional charges and fees that markups 
provide, to profit from their bad behavior. The 
CFPB has done important work toward eradi-
cating discriminatory lending practices. I op-
pose this bill, and I urge my colleagues to do 
the same. 

The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-
eral debate has expired. 

Pursuant to the rule, the bill shall be 
considered for amendment under the 5- 
minute rule. The bill shall be consid-
ered as read. 

The text of the bill is as follows: 
H.R. 1737 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Reforming 
CFPB Indirect Auto Financing Guidance 
Act’’. 
SEC. 2. NULLIFICATION OF AUTO LENDING GUID-

ANCE. 
Bulletin 2013–02 of the Bureau of Consumer 

Financial Protection (published March 21, 
2013) shall have no force or effect. 
SEC. 3. GUIDANCE REQUIREMENTS. 

Section 1022(b) of the Consumer Financial 
Protection Act of 2010 (12 U.S.C. 5512(b)) is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(5) GUIDANCE ON INDIRECT AUTO FINANC-
ING.—In proposing and issuing guidance pri-
marily related to indirect auto financing, 
the Bureau shall— 

‘‘(A) provide for a public notice and com-
ment period before issuing the guidance in 
final form; 

‘‘(B) make available to the public, includ-
ing on the website of the Bureau, all studies, 
data, methodologies, analyses, and other in-
formation relied on by the Bureau in pre-
paring such guidance; 

‘‘(C) redact any information that is exempt 
from disclosure under paragraph (3), (4), (6), 
(7), or (8) of section 552(b) of title 5, United 
States Code; 

‘‘(D) consult with the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System, the Federal 
Trade Commission, and the Department of 
Justice; and 

‘‘(E) conduct a study on the costs and im-
pacts of such guidance to consumers and 
women-owned, minority-owned, and small 
businesses.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. No amendment 
to the bill shall be in order except 
those printed in House Report 114–340. 
Each such amendment may be offered 
only in the order printed in the report, 
by a Member designated in the report, 
shall be considered as read, shall be de-
batable for the time specified in the re-
port, equally divided and controlled by 
the proponent and an opponent, shall 
not be subject to amendment, and shall 
not be subject to a demand for division 
of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. GOSAR 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
House Report 114–340. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I have an 
amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, line 11, insert ‘‘veteran-owned,’’ 
after ‘‘minority-owned,’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 526, the gentleman 
from Arizona (Mr. GOSAR) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

b 1500 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today to offer a commonsense amend-
ment to H.R. 1737. 

This simple amendment ensures that 
any costs or potential impacts to any 
and all veteran-owned businesses are 
considered and included in the study 
required by this bill for any future 
auto financing guidance that may be 
put forth by the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau. 

The three main categories that the 
SBA utilizes for set-aside government 
contracts are women-owned, minority- 
owned, and veteran-owned businesses. 
The base bill requires a report that 
would include any cost or impacts as-
sociated with new guidance for minor-
ity-owned businesses and women-owned 
businesses. 

I think we should all agree that it 
only makes common sense, then, to 
also consider any costs or implications 
for our Nation’s heroes and veteran- 
owned businesses that may arise from 
any future guidance being considered. 

Our servicemen and -women already 
face tough challenges finding work 
when they return from service. In re-
cent years, veterans’ unemployment 
numbers have been some of the highest 
in the country and, at times, have been 
in double digits. Earlier this year, post- 
9/11 veterans faced unemployment 
numbers north of 7.2 percent. We 
shouldn’t let any potential future guid-
ance from an already rogue agency cre-
ated under Dodd-Frank exacerbate em-
ployment hurdles for our Nation’s vet-
erans. 

One week ago today, we celebrated 
Veterans Day and the patriotic service 
that so many men and women have 
given to this great Nation. We have 
asked these heroes to risk their lives 
for this country, and many of our vet-
erans have answered that call time and 
time again, including multiple tours 
overseas. Most veterans return from 
service seeking not only to reintegrate 
and establish normal lives, but to con-
tinue serving their country by contrib-
uting to the workforce, finding jobs, 
and even creating jobs for others by 
starting small businesses. 

My amendment is a simple measure 
and will help ensure veteran-owned 

businesses are not harmed by any fu-
ture auto financing guidance put forth 
by CFPB. 

Chairman HENSARLING supports this 
amendment. I thank the chairman for 
his support and also for bringing forth 
this commonsense bill that rejects this 
misguided guidance. I also applaud the 
chairman and committee for every-
thing they do to advocate for small 
businesses and job creators throughout 
the country. 

I ask that all my colleagues support 
our veterans and the businesses they 
own by voting in favor of my common-
sense amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Chairman, I claim time in opposi-
tion to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment com-
pounds one of the underlying problems 
that I have expressed in my opposition 
to H.R. 1737. 

While I have been and continue to be 
one of Congress’ most vocal supporters 
of minority-owned businesses, further 
expanding an already unnecessary cost- 
benefit study concerning the impacts 
of nonbinding policy guidance is unpro-
ductive and only increases the likeli-
hood that future guidance designed to 
actually help lenders comply with the 
law is further delayed or never issued. 

Mr. Chairman and Members, I want 
you to understand what is being said 
by the opposite side of the aisle. They 
basically are saying: Help me to look 
out for our veterans and make sure 
that they don’t have any guidance that 
would impede their ability to do busi-
ness. Well, I mean, that is kind of a 
made-up problem. 

This is not a problem. Simply, what 
is happening by the attempt to throw 
veterans into this is to get Members 
thinking ‘‘perhaps I want to support 
this amendment because I don’t want 
to be thought of as not supporting vet-
erans.’’ When you talk about cost-ben-
efit analysis and studies, what you are 
talking about is: How do I tie up the 
agency? How do I create impediments 
to the agency being able to do its job. 

This Congress supports veterans in so 
many ways. We support them in their 
quest to do business, and we have laws 
on the books that will help them to 
successfully get into business. We sup-
port them in housing. We support them 
with better health care. 

I don’t want any Members of Con-
gress to think somehow this kind of 
made-up amendment is something that 
really they should be supporting if 
they want to help veterans. This is 
simply a way by which to get you to do 
something, making you think you are 
supporting veterans and thinking you 
cannot oppose it. 

This is an unnecessary amendment, 
and it gets in the way of good guidance 
coming out of the Consumer Financial 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 02:05 Nov 19, 2015 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00027 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\A18NO7.026 H18NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8310 November 18, 2015 
Protection Bureau, so I would ask you 
to vote ‘‘no’’ on this amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSAR. I can’t believe, Mr. 

Chairman, what I just heard. I just 
can’t believe it. I hope that veterans 
who are watching C–SPAN today are 
listening carefully, listening very care-
fully about this amendment. 

The three divisions which it oversees, 
the veterans were left out, and we just 
want to make sure that our veterans 
are included in any study that CFPB 
would go forward with. 

That is sad. That is sad. 
When we talk about the Veterans Ad-

ministration being so pristine, when we 
look at their healthcare system, it is 50 
percent worse than it was a year ago. 
Many of the veterans that I have in 
rural Arizona are struggling to find 
anybody that will even hear from 
them. 

What a sad shame. What an absolute 
shame. 

So I actually would ask my col-
leagues to vote for this amendment. It 
is pretty straightforward. I think 
America gets it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 

seconds to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HENSARLING). 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
urge all Members to adopt this amend-
ment. 

I must admit, if people all over 
America are wondering why it is so dif-
ficult to get something done on a bi-
partisan basis, traditionally, the least 
controversial thing we do here is study 
something. What is even less con-
troversial is coming together on behalf 
of our veterans, yet we have the rank-
ing member of this committee oppos-
ing both. I hope the American people 
are watching closely. 

Again, I think this is a very common-
sense, modest amendment by the gen-
tleman from Arizona. I encourage all 
Members to vote for it. 

Mr. GOSAR. Mr. Chairman, once 
again, I ask all Members to vote for 
this. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. BYRNE). The 

question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona (Mr. 
GOSAR). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. SMITH OF 

MISSOURI 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
House Report 114–340. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 4, line 12, strike the first period and 
insert ‘‘, including consumers and small 
businesses in rural areas.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 526, the gentleman 

from Missouri (Mr. SMITH) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Missouri. 

Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, the American people have been 
misled. They were incorrectly told that 
Dodd-Frank was meant to go after big 
banks and Wall Street. However, in my 
rural congressional district, the effects 
of this law and its close to 500 regula-
tions have been devastating. 

The total economic cost of Dodd- 
Frank-based regulations has eclipsed 
$35 billion and over 60 million hours of 
paperwork burdens. That is the equiva-
lent of 30,000 employees a year dedi-
cated solely to regulatory paperwork. 
A new army of regulators aren’t the 
kind of jobs that Americans were 
promised. 

The biggest and most costly regula-
tion to come out of Dodd-Frank is the 
deceptively named Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, an unconstitu-
tional, uncontrollable, and unaccount-
able agency whose total negative im-
pact on our economy won’t be known 
for decades. 

The CFPB was supposed to protect 
consumers from the predatory prac-
tices of financial institutions. Instead, 
it has limited Americans’ access to 
credit, the ability to be financially 
independent, and impeded the avail-
ability of homes and, in this case, cars. 
The CFPB achieved this by hiring big, 
spending big, and regulating big. 

The CFPB started with a staff of 178 
in 2011 but now has close to 2,000 em-
ployees. In that same period, its annual 
spending grew from $10 million to, now, 
$600 million. The safest place to find a 
job in this government economy is 
with a Federal financial regulator. In 
the last 5 years, those regulators have 
seen a 16 percent increase in job 
growth. 

The CFPB still has more regulations 
and guidance in its pipeline just ready 
to roll out and crush rural America. 
That is why this amendment is so im-
portant. 

In the endless search for a job in this 
economy, many Americans are forced 
to migrate to urban areas. In 2013, over 
half of all the rural counties in the 
United States actually shrank in popu-
lation. In 2014, according to the Depart-
ment of Labor, rural counties lost 
330,000 jobs, while metropolitan coun-
ties gained over 3 million jobs. The last 
thing Washington should be doing is 
authoring regulations which further 
enable this trend. 

With adoption of H.R. 1737 and this 
amendment, we are telling the CFPB 
that, when you issue regulations like 
this, in addition to analyzing the im-
pact on women-owned, minority- 
owned, and small businesses, you must 
also take a look at those regulations’ 
impact on rural businesses and rural 
consumers. 

My amendment is a simple one, but 
it would go a long way to providing 
some clarity for the folks of Missouri’s 

Eighth Congressional District and all 
of those Americans living in rural com-
munities across the Nation. While 1600 
Pennsylvania Avenue might be looking 
at ways to make their life harder, this 
body, this Chamber, will continue to 
fight to make sure the Federal Govern-
ment stays out of their way. 

I thank my friend and colleague from 
New Hampshire for introducing this 
legislation. Burdensome regulation is a 
problem that hits rural America the 
hardest. I urge adoption of the amend-
ment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

I claim time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentlewoman 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman and Members, I am in 
opposition to this bill because it is sim-
ply another study, another cost to gov-
ernment, another unnecessary cost. 
While my friends on the opposite side 
of the aisle always claim that they are 
reducing the cost of government, these 
studies do very little. 

As a matter of fact, instead of a 
study, some of these Members who rep-
resent rural areas ought to become real 
advocates for their constituencies. 
They charge many of us as being advo-
cates for health care, education, hous-
ing, and transportation, all of which 
they lack in their communities, but 
you never see them fighting for it. If it 
were not for some of us who are out 
there demanding better health care, 
better transportation systems, better 
education, and fighting for those who 
get ripped off by these fraudulent busi-
nesses every day, they wouldn’t have 
any protection because they send too 
many Members to Congress who mis-
lead them on other kinds of issues, but 
when it comes to their economics, you 
cannot find them anywhere. 

So, instead of a study, another study, 
another cost to government, why don’t 
they become real advocates for their 
constituency? Why is it that we don’t 
have transportation systems in rural 
communities? Why is it they have to 
travel miles for health care? It is be-
cause they have Representatives whom 
they send to Congress who are really 
not representing their real interests. 
They may get their colleagues to vote 
for yet another study because they 
don’t do anything that is real and sub-
stantive for their communities. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. SMITH of Missouri. Mr. Chair-

man, I urge adoption of the amend-
ment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Missouri (Mr. SMITH). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MS. SEWELL OF 

ALABAMA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
House Report 114–340. 
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Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Chair-

man, I have an amendment at the desk 
listed as Sewell Amendment No. 3. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 
SEC. 4. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this bill shall be construed to 
apply to guidance issued by the Bureau of 
Consumer Financial Protection that is not 
primarily related to indirect auto financing. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 526, the gentlewoman 
from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentle-
woman from Alabama. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today in support of my 
amendment to H.R. 1737. 

My amendment is a commonsense 
and straightforward amendment. It 
simply states that nothing in this bill 
shall be construed to apply to guidance 
issued by the CFPB that is not pri-
marily related to indirect auto financ-
ing. 

This amendment is intended to help 
ensure that the underlying bill in no 
way prohibits, disrupts, or affects the 
enforcement of other fair lending laws 
or guidance that protects millions of 
Americans from unfair or discrimina-
tory lending practices. 

The underlying bill, H.R. 1737, pro-
vides the CFPB with criteria to con-
sider when issuing further guidance on 
indirect auto lending. While I agree 
that the CFPB should reevaluate its re-
cent guidance, we should also ensure 
that the scope of this legislation stays 
narrow and applies only to indirect 
auto financing. 

Mr. Chairman, I applaud the CFPB’s 
efforts to protect consumers from dis-
criminatory lending practices. We can 
all agree that no one supports or 
should condone abusive or discrimina-
tory practices in auto lending or in any 
area of the marketplace. However, it is 
our job as Members of Congress to offer 
guidance and constructive critique to 
our regulatory agencies to enforce and 
ensure that regulations are pragmatic 
and workable. 

This noncontroversial amendment 
simply clarifies that the other valuable 
tools possessed by the CFPB are not in-
fringed upon and ensures that there is 
no room for ambiguity. The CFPB 
plays a critical role in protecting con-
sumers and buyers. My amendment 
helps ensure that laws like the Equal 
Credit Opportunity Act and other fair 
lending laws are not inadvertently or 
directly affected by this bill. 

b 1515 

My amendment helps ensure that the 
Bureau continues to play this role 
while hardworking Americans continue 
to have access to the necessary credit 
to purchase any central mode of trans-
portation. I urge support of this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chair, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
although I am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. SMITH of Mis-
souri). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 

the gentlewoman from Alabama is a 
valued member of the Committee on 
Financial Services. The absolute worst 
thing I could say about her amendment 
is it might be redundant. Hopefully it 
is. But if it is not, we want to simply 
clarify, again, that the underlying bill 
from the gentleman from New Hamp-
shire only deals with this auto finance 
guidance. 

Again, absolutely nothing in the un-
derlying bill to H.R. 1737 in any way, 
shape, or form affects the CFPB’s abil-
ity to enforce the Equal Credit Oppor-
tunity Act. If this clarification is need-
ed, I am happy that the gentlewoman 
is offering it, and I would urge its adop-
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield such time as she may con-
sume to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. WATERS), the ranking mem-
ber of the committee. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle-
woman for yielding time. 

As Mr. HENSARLING said, it may be 
redundant, but that is okay. It rein-
forces basically what we have been 
talking about in relationship to 1737. 

I will just take a moment to say how 
proud I am of the Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau, how proud I am of 
Mr. Cordray, how pleased I am that 
this is the centerpiece of the Dodd- 
Frank reform, how pleased I am that 
we now have an agency that is looking 
out for consumers. 

Prior to the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau, our regulatory agency 
said their job was for safety and sound-
ness. They forgot about the consumers; 
they were dropped off the agenda. 

Now we have a Consumer Financial 
Protection Bureau that is challenging 
the practices of many who claim they 
are in legitimate businesses. They are 
challenging them. They are saying to 
them: No longer can you rip off our 
consumers. No longer can you target 
minorities. No longer can you have dis-
criminatory practices. 

Thank God for the Consumer Finan-
cial Protection Bureau. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Chair-
man, I want to thank the ranking 
member, Congresswoman WATERS, for 
her diligence on this committee. She 
serves as a model for all of us in her 
vigor and fervor for making sure that 
we are not discriminating against aver-
age Americans. All of us agree that 
nothing we do should be about dis-

criminating or adding to the effects of 
discrimination. 

I ask for support of this amendment. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-

ance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tlewoman from Alabama (Ms. SEWELL). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. There being no 

further amendments, under the rule 
the committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
BYRNE) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
SMITH of Missouri, Acting Chair of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
ation the bill (H.R. 1737) to nullify cer-
tain guidance of the Bureau of Con-
sumer Financial Protection and to pro-
vide requirements for guidance issued 
by the Bureau with respect to indirect 
auto lending, and, pursuant to House 
Resolution 526, he reported the bill 
back to the House with sundry amend-
ments adopted in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment reported from the Com-
mittee of the Whole? If not, the Chair 
will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GUINTA. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this question will be post-
poned. 

f 

PORTFOLIO LENDING AND 
MORTGAGE ACCESS ACT 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to House Resolution 529, I call up 
the bill (H.R. 1210) to amend the Truth 
in Lending Act to provide a safe harbor 
from certain requirements related to 
qualified mortgages for residential 
mortgage loans held on an originating 
depository institution’s portfolio, and 
for other purposes, and ask for its im-
mediate consideration in the House. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 529, an amend-
ment in the nature of a substitute con-
sisting of the text of Rules Committee 
Print 114–34 is adopted, and the bill, as 
amended, is considered read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 
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H.R. 1210 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Portfolio Lend-
ing and Mortgage Access Act’’. 
SEC. 2. SAFE HARBOR FOR CERTAIN LOANS HELD 

ON PORTFOLIO. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 129C of the Truth in 

Lending Act (15 U.S.C. 1639c) is amended by 
adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(j) SAFE HARBOR FOR CERTAIN LOANS HELD 
ON PORTFOLIO.— 

‘‘(1) SAFE HARBOR FOR CREDITORS THAT ARE 
DEPOSITORY INSTITUTIONS.— 

‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—A creditor that is a deposi-
tory institution shall not be subject to suit for 
failure to comply with subsection (a), (c)(1), or 
(f)(2) of this section or section 129H with respect 
to a residential mortgage loan, and the banking 
regulators shall treat such loan as a qualified 
mortgage, if— 

‘‘(i) the creditor has, since the origination of 
the loan, held the loan on the balance sheet of 
the creditor; and 

‘‘(ii) all prepayment penalties with respect to 
the loan comply with the limitations described 
under subsection (c)(3). 

‘‘(B) EXCEPTION FOR CERTAIN TRANSFERS.—In 
the case of a depository institution that trans-
fers a loan originated by that institution to an-
other depository institution by reason of the 
bankruptcy or failure of the originating deposi-
tory institution or the purchase of the origi-
nating depository institution, the depository in-
stitution transferring such loan shall be deemed 
to have complied with the requirement under 
subparagraph (A)(i). 

‘‘(2) SAFE HARBOR FOR MORTGAGE ORIGINA-
TORS.—A mortgage originator shall not be sub-
ject to suit for a violation of section 
129B(c)(3)(B) for steering a consumer to a resi-
dential mortgage loan if— 

‘‘(A) the creditor of such loan is a depository 
institution and has informed the mortgage origi-
nator that the creditor intends to hold the loan 
on the balance sheet of the creditor for the life 
of the loan; and 

‘‘(B) the mortgage originator informs the con-
sumer that the creditor intends to hold the loan 
on the balance sheet of the creditor for the life 
of the loan. 

‘‘(3) DEFINITIONS.—For purposes of this sub-
section: 

‘‘(A) BANKING REGULATORS.—The term ‘bank-
ing regulators’ means the Federal banking agen-
cies, the Bureau, and the National Credit Union 
Administration. 

‘‘(B) DEPOSITORY INSTITUTION.—The term ‘de-
pository institution’ has the meaning given that 
term under section 19(b)(1) of the Federal Re-
serve Act (12 U.S.C. 505(b)(1)). 

‘‘(C) FEDERAL BANKING AGENCIES.—The term 
‘Federal banking agencies’ has the meaning 
given that term under section 3 of the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Act.’’. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in the 
amendment made by this Act may be construed 
as preventing a balloon loan from qualifying for 
the safe harbor provided under section 129C(j) of 
the Truth in Lending Act if the balloon loan 
otherwise meets all of the requirements under 
such subsection (j), regardless of whether the 
balloon loan meets the requirements described 
under clauses (i) through (iv) of section 
129C(b)(2)(E) of such Act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HENSARLING) 
and the gentlewoman from California 
(Ms. WATERS) each will control 30 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-

bers may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and submit extraneous mate-
rials on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 

yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise today in support of H.R. 1210, 
the Portfolio Lending and Mortgage 
Access Act, a bill approved by the Com-
mittee on Financial Services, which I 
chair, on a bipartisan vote of 38–18. 

First, I want to thank the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. BARR), an out-
standing member of our committee, for 
his leadership in finding simple ways to 
allow aspiring home buyers across the 
Nation to obtain mortgages more eas-
ily, absent the onerous regulations 
that are presently being applied so that 
they can qualify a mortgage through 
market competition. 

The aim of H.R. 1210 is simple. Banks 
and credit unions should be free to 
originate mortgages as long as they 
keep them on their books, as long as 
they keep the risk. This is responsible 
lending, Mr. Speaker, and it helps more 
qualified borrowers obtain mortgages 
so that perhaps they can get their 
piece of the American Dream. 

H.R. 1210, again, does this by allow-
ing lenders, particularly hometown 
community banks and credit unions, to 
treat mortgages held on their balance 
sheets as ‘‘qualified mortgages’’ for 
purposes of the CFPB’s mortgage lend-
ing rules. 

As we know, the Dodd-Frank Act 
made significant changes to our mort-
gage lending marketplace. One specific 
provision in section 1411 of Dodd-Frank 
requires mortgage lenders to determine 
at the time a loan is made that the 
borrower has a reasonable ability to 
repay it. The ability to repay require-
ments are intended to ensure a lender 
takes into account the borrower’s ca-
pacity to actually repay the loan. 

Section 1412 of Dodd-Frank creates a 
legal safe harbor for compliance with 
the ability to repay rule for lenders 
who issue so-called qualified mort-
gages, or QMs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems obvious 
that loans that are held by a lender 
should be regulated differently than 
loans that are originated and then sold 
to a third party. They have completely 
different characteristics. 

Again, lenders that hold the loans on 
their own books in their own portfolio 
assume all—all—of the exposure of risk 
to nonperformance and default. Lend-
ing 101 tells us that when the borrower 
is unable to repay the loan, the bank 
that made the loan, if it keeps it on its 
books, is the one that is going to lose 
the money and any future profit that 
would be derived from the loan. 

Portfolio lenders with poor under-
writing thus will not stay in business 
very long. In this sense, mortgages 
that are held in portfolio are already 

prudently regulated by market dis-
cipline. Yet without a safe harbor from 
the threat of litigation, which H.R. 1210 
would provide, lenders will not make 
loans to otherwise creditworthy indi-
viduals. 

We hear this from community banks 
and credit unions every day. If they 
don’t meet the QM standards, the loans 
simply aren’t going to get made as a 
practical matter. 

So let me stress, the CFPB’s restric-
tions on mortgage lending will have a 
disproportionate impact on low- and 
moderate-income home buyers, espe-
cially those from rural and certain 
urban areas. 

According to the Federal Reserve, 
within a few years under this QM rule, 
roughly one-third of Black and His-
panic borrowers may find themselves 
disqualified from obtaining a mortgage 
because of the qualified mortgage rule. 
This is based simply on a rigid debt-to- 
income requirement. 

A recent survey tells us that 73 per-
cent of community bankers have actu-
ally decreased their mortgage business 
or completely stopped, Mr. Speaker, 
completely stopped their mortgage 
business or providing mortgage loans 
due to the expense of complying with 
the QM, qualified mortgage, regulatory 
burden. That is why a lot of commu-
nity banks and credit unions across the 
country say that QM doesn’t stand for 
‘‘qualified mortgage’’; it stands for 
‘‘quitting mortgages.’’ 

It should not be the job of Congress 
or unelected and unaccountable Wash-
ington regulators to decide who gets a 
mortgage and who does not or to force 
community banks and credit unions to 
function like regulated utilities, 
issuing only plain vanilla mortgages, 
rubberstamped in Washington for se-
lect groups. 

Now, opponents of this bill will at-
tempt to derail it in branding it some 
kind of gift to Wall Street. Let me be 
clear. H.R. 1210 is a gift to home buy-
ers, all home buyers looking for a more 
transparent and competitive market. 

When it comes to loans that are held 
on the books, the size of the institution 
does not matter. A loan held in port-
folio will carry the exact same amount 
of risk and profit regardless of the size 
of the bank that holds it. 

The commonsense legislation that is 
before us recognizes that the most ef-
fective way to ensure a borrower has 
the ability to repay is not one-size-fits- 
all, top-down regulation from Wash-
ington. 

Let’s, again, remember that the fi-
nancial crisis was primarily caused by 
misguided Washington policies helping 
put people into homes they could not 
afford to keep, hurting underwriting 
standards. Portfolio lending did not 
cause the crisis. 

I urge all of my colleagues to support 
the legislation of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. Support the American 
Dream. 
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Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 

my time. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in opposi-

tion to H.R. 1210. Today we are again 
wasting time on the floor discussing a 
bill that President Obama has already 
pledged to veto because it would under-
mine important financial reforms and 
put consumers and the economy at 
risk. 

H.R. 1210 would allow lenders to deal 
in the same kind of risky loans that 
sank Washington Mutual, Wachovia, 
Countrywide, and eventually the entire 
economy in 2008. The bill undermines 
the antipredatory lending provisions of 
the Dodd-Frank Act and virtually 
eliminates one of the most significant 
consumer protection rules imple-
mented by the CFPB. 

The bill also revives an industry 
practice under which mortgage brokers 
can earn hefty bonuses by steering bor-
rowers into riskier, more expensive 
loans regardless of whether they qual-
ify for better rates. My colleagues seem 
to forget that we went through a ter-
rible financial crisis. 

While we did spend hundreds of bil-
lions of dollars to rescue the banking 
system, millions of victims of preda-
tory lending were left to fend for them-
selves as they were displaced from 
their homes and saw their life savings 
disappear. 

b 1530 

Many reforms in the Dodd-Frank Act 
ensure that the financial industry will 
never again be allowed to take the 
kinds of risks that drove us to national 
crisis, but the mortgage lending rules 
are designed specifically to protect 
families from financial crisis. 

The fact is that many banks, whether 
they held loans on their books or sold 
them off to investors, were able to 
profit from loans they knew borrowers 
could not repay. Rather than perform 
careful underwriting, many banks de-
manded high upfront fees and relied on 
rising home prices and private mort-
gage insurance to protect them from 
losses when borrowers inevitably de-
faulted. 

Banks also targeted families in fi-
nancial trouble that owned their homes 
free and clear, offering them cash-outs, 
refinancing with high origination fees 
and unaffordable terms. 

Refinances accounted for 70 percent 
of subprime lending in the 3 years be-
fore the crisis and ended up sapping the 
life savings from many families who re-
lied on these products to pay for unex-
pected medical bills or financial hard-
ships. 

Department of Justice investigations 
found that lenders specifically tar-
geted, again, minorities with predatory 
loans, destroying a generation’s worth 
of wealth in many communities of 
color. 

Under the new mortgage rules, it is 
illegal to pay bonuses to brokers for 
steering borrowers into loans with bad 

terms. CFPB rules establish sensible 
underwriting standards so lenders are 
incentivized to design products that 
perform over the long run and make 
sense for consumers. 

In cases where banks want to make 
riskier loans with higher fees, they are 
allowed to do so, but the consumer will 
have extra protections if the loan goes 
bad. These include the right to sue for 
financial harm and a defense against 
foreclosure. 

The mortgage rules make good sense 
by protecting consumers while still al-
lowing them access to credit and ensur-
ing the economy can grow. These are 
exactly the types of regulations we 
should want from our regulators, and 
the CFPB should be commended for its 
success. 

Republicans continue to declare that 
the Dodd-Frank Act and the CFPB 
have been bad for the economy. During 
the last Republican Presidential de-
bate, a rightwing group aired a com-
mercial painting the CFPB as a com-
munist bureaucracy and claiming the 
CFPB staff were responsible for deny-
ing loans to consumers. The facts show 
a much different picture. 

Even the conservative Wall Street 
Journal recently reported that indus-
try analysts and experts agree that 
compliance costs aren’t the greatest 
challenge facing community banks. 
The same article notes that loan bal-
ances at community banks grew twice 
as fast as their large counterparts over 
the last year and that their profit-
ability is much closer to larger banks 
than it was prior to the passage of the 
Dodd-Frank Act. 

The Mortgage Bankers Association 
recently revised their expectations for 
2016 and 2017 to expect even more 
growth in housing credits. And this 
week, at the National Association of 
Realtors’ annual conference, industry 
economists pointed to a strong housing 
market, with high prospects for contin-
ued growth. 

It is time for Republicans to realize 
that Dodd-Frank and the CFPB are not 
the problem. They are the solution. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield myself 30 
seconds to say I am fascinated to hear 
the specter of discrimination contin-
ually waved by the other side, yet the 
Federal Reserve says, when the quali-
fied mortgage rule is fully imple-
mented, fully one-third of all Blacks 
and Hispanics won’t be able to qualify 
for a mortgage. Yet we hear silence 
from the other side. 

The reason we had the meltdown is 
because so many of my friends on the 
other side of the aisle wanted to roll 
the dice on so-called affordable housing 
goals of Fannie and Freddie. It turned 
out to be the largest bailout in Amer-
ican history. 

If people are going to make bad 
loans, here is an idea: Let’s not bail 
them out with taxpayers’ money, but 
give everybody a fair shot at home 
ownership. That means, if a bank 

makes the loan, they hold it on their 
books. Let them keep it. Let it be a 
qualified mortgage. 

I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. BARR), the sponsor 
of the bill. 

Mr. BARR. I thank the gentleman 
from Texas, the chairman of our com-
mittee, for his leadership and support 
of this legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, the best policies serve 
both the interests of the individual and 
the broader national interests. In this 
case, it is in the interest of the bor-
rower to have an affordable, right-sized 
mortgage. It is also in the interest of 
the Nation to have a sound financial 
system safe from the excesses that led 
to the crisis in 2008. It is possible to 
satisfy both objectives, but it will re-
quire the Federal Government to ac-
knowledge that changes must be made 
to the Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau’s interpretation of the Dodd- 
Frank law. 

The ability to repay requirements in 
Dodd-Frank are designed to ensure 
that a lender takes into account the 
borrower’s ability to repay a loan. Sim-
ple enough. But the CFPB has imple-
mented the ability to pay rule provi-
sion by promulgating a one-size-fits- 
all, top-down, Washington-directed 
qualified mortgage rule. 

Under the CFPB’s approach, mort-
gages have been made safer by effec-
tively making them unavailable to a 
substantial number of would-be home 
buyers. According to the Federal Re-
serve, 22 percent of those who borrowed 
to buy a home in 2010—one out of every 
five borrowers—would not have met 
the underwriting requirements for a 
qualified mortgage. 

There is no debating that for the ben-
efit of a mortgage borrower or his or 
her lender and the financial system, a 
borrower should have a demonstrable 
ability to repay that loan. The only 
question is who is in the better posi-
tion to determine whether that bor-
rower is able to repay the loan. Is it a 
Washington bureaucrat without any re-
lationship with the borrower, or is it a 
lender with a full view of the cus-
tomer’s finances and a bank or credit 
union that must bear 100 percent of the 
downside risk of default? 

Dodd-Frank answered that question 
by taking sides with the Washington 
bureaucrats. The result has been a 
housing market struggling to recover 
as a result of scarce mortgage credit, 
impacting job creation and affordable 
housing, and the loss of the consolida-
tion of community banks and credit 
unions. 

It is time to try something different. 
H.R. 1210, the Portfolio Lending and 
Mortgage Access Act, is the solution. 
This legislation would treat mortgages 
held on the balance sheets of financial 
institutions as qualified mortgages for 
purposes of the Bureau’s mortgage 
lending rules. 

Because mortgage lenders retain all 
of the risk of the loans held on port-
folio, they have a strong incentive to 
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ensure that the loan is repaid. Such a 
policy would drive private sector risk 
retention—a goal of the Dodd-Frank 
Act itself—and mark a return to rela-
tionship lending where a bank or credit 
union can tailor products to a cus-
tomer’s needs and credit risk without 
running afoul of the one-size-fits-all 
government requirements. 

Small banks and credit unions have 
been disproportionately impacted by 
these rules. It is no coincidence that 
Harvard researchers have found that, 
since Dodd-Frank’s passage, commu-
nity banks have lost market share at a 
rate double that experienced prior to 
Dodd-Frank’s passage in 2006 to 2010, a 
period including the entirety of the fi-
nancial crisis. 

By bearing the risk, financial institu-
tions have every incentive to make 
sure that the borrower can afford to 
repay that loan. And no less than 
Chairman Barney Frank endorsed this 
concept at a hearing before the Finan-
cial Services Committee last year, say-
ing he would like the main safeguard 
against bad loans to be risk retention 
because that leaves the decision in the 
hands of whoever is making the loan. 

The Bureau, itself, made this key 
point in its own rulemaking where it 
recognized that portfolio lenders have 
a strong incentive to carefully consider 
whether a consumer will be able to 
repay a portfolio loan, at least, in part, 
because the small creditor retains the 
risk of default. 

This bill also importantly provides a 
viable alternative to the originate-to- 
distribute mortgage lending model that 
contributed to the bubble in residential 
real estate and massive taxpayer bail-
outs. Indeed, this legislation embraces 
an approach that more effectively en-
sures that borrowers have the ability 
to repay than the CFPB’s restrictive 
rule. The result will be expanded access 
to mortgage credit without additional 
risk to the financial system or the tax-
payer. 

I would just note that the ranking 
member talks about putting taxpayers 
at risk again. But the cause of the fi-
nancial crisis was not portfolio lending 
by community banks and credit 
unions; it was government policy: 
Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac buying 
billions of subprime, improperly under-
written mortgages. 

This policy, the GSE exemption to 
the qualified mortgage rule, continues 
to do this day. My bill offers an alter-
native to this risky practice of 
incentivizing origination without un-
derwriting and distribution to tax-
payer-backed GSEs. This is particu-
larly important because the common-
sense bill that is before the Congress 
recognizes that the most effective way 
to ensure that a borrower has an abil-
ity to repay is not one-size-fits-all 
Washington mandates. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield the gen-
tleman an additional 30 seconds. 

Mr. BARR. Just to conclude, instead, 
the most effective way to ensure that a 

borrower has the ability to repay is to 
restore the traditional relationship 
banking that ensures that financial in-
stitutions bear the downside risks asso-
ciated with their business decisions. 

H.R. 1210 has the support of the 
American Bankers Association, the 
Independent Community Bankers of 
America, the Credit Union National 
Association, the National Association 
of Federal Credit Unions, the National 
Association of Home Builders, and the 
U.S. Chamber of Commerce. 

The housing sector represents a third 
of the economy, and the lack of avail-
able mortgage credit is impacting our 
recovery. I encourage my colleagues to 
join me to expand access to mortgage 
financing and support economic 
growth. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker and Members, I just 
heard that these bankers have the abil-
ity to understand and know whether or 
not the consumers have the ability to 
repay. That is what they told us before 
2008. Unfortunately, they are the same 
ones now that are telling us that they 
can determine ability to repay. They 
didn’t do it then, and they won’t do it 
in the future. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE), a member 
of the Financial Services Committee. 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the ranking member for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the efforts 
of my colleague and classmate Mr. 
BARR in attempting to address this 
issue. I appreciate the impact that the 
qualified mortgage rule has had in 
terms of mortgage lending for con-
sumers and access to credit. It is espe-
cially true for our local and commu-
nity bankers who have longtime per-
sonal relationships with individuals 
and families. It is these types of rela-
tionships that we need to encourage: 
the personal knowledge of people that 
banks and financial institutions lend 
to. 

I also appreciate the aspects of the 
bill intended to increase access for con-
sumers that are just shy of the strict 
qualified mortgage standards, and I 
support the policy of allowing other-
wise non-QM-compliant individuals 
having access to qualified mortgage 
products if lenders are willing to keep 
the loans on their books. 

My concern with this legislation, 
among others, is that it does not ex-
plicitly disallow the exotic mortgage 
products that were so much a part of 
the housing crisis. 

There are consumer protections that 
could improve this legislation in terms 
of how we allow safe borrower protec-
tions for banks and mortgage origina-
tors. I do think we should focus on con-
sumer protection and allow non-QM 
loans to be non-QM only in terms of 
the borrower—those individuals that 
fall just outside QM standards—and not 
open up to non-QM products, particu-
larly because this is not applicable 

only to those small community banks 
or credit unions that we are so familiar 
with, but to all institutions. 

Portfolio lending is an important op-
portunity to find bipartisan agreement. 
I hope we can continue to work on this. 

One other issue that I raise—and it 
was included in the amendment that I 
offered that the Rules Committee did 
not make in order—is that I would 
have preferred that the legislation re-
quire that the institutions making 
loans under this title collect data on 
how these loans are being made and 
how they are performing, and get us 
the information to determine whether 
or not the effect that we are trying to 
create with this sort of approach is ac-
tually being met or if, in fact, it is not. 

I appreciate the efforts of my friend 
and colleague. I wish I could work with 
him if, in fact, this moves forward in a 
way that it is open to suggestion. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA), the distin-
guished chairman of the Monetary Pol-
icy and Trade Subcommittee of our 
committee. 

b 1545 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I appreciate the opportunity. 

I want you to imagine with me. 
Imagine a single mom moving out of a 
trailer. She has had some tragedy in 
life. She has got two kids that are 
watching very, very closely, though, 
what she is doing and how she is han-
dling it. 

Imagine, as a former realtor, the joy 
that I took in being able to get her into 
her own home, the first thing that she 
had felt like was truly hers and some-
thing that her kids could be proud of. 

Well, that is the type of scenario that 
we are trying to promote, I would 
think, as a country. Unfortunately, 
with the rules that have been promul-
gated under this qualified mortgage 
rule, lenders determine a borrower’s 
ability to repay using, really, an arbi-
trary standard set by a formula. 

They don’t look at the character. 
They don’t look at the background. 
They don’t look at the history of that 
person because it is outside the for-
mula. If a lender does not adhere to 
this bureaucratically established for-
mula, a borrower can actually sue the 
lender. 

This has caused 73 percent of commu-
nity bankers, those who know their 
customers best, to cut back their mort-
gage business or simply stop providing 
mortgages altogether. That is the 
worst-case scenario. 

The Portfolio Lending and Mortgage 
Access Act removes bureaucrats from 
the equation and allows lenders to 
work directly with borrowers to pro-
vide them with loans that they can af-
ford. That is a key element here: loans 
that they can afford. 

How do we know that they are going 
to do this? 

Well, by keeping the loan on their 
own portfolio, on their own books, the 
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lender assumes the full risk of the 
loan. Let me repeat that. The lender 
retains the full risk of those loans. If 
they didn’t think that that borrower 
could pay back the loan, they would 
not lend it to them. 

Now, in my mind, that is the defini-
tion of what a qualified mortgage test 
really ought to be. So this bill is going 
to allow those mortgage lenders to ex-
tend and cover those loans and really 
offer those services to those people who 
are looking for that. 

I have heard on the other side of the 
aisle a claim, as the White House did in 
its veto threat, that this bill would 
‘‘open the door to risky lending by un-
dermining consumer protections under 
the rule and expanding the amount of 
loans that would be exempt from it.’’ 

As was pointed out by my friend from 
Kentucky, portfolio loans had nothing 
to do with the financial crisis that we 
went through. 

In addition, loans sold to Fannie Mae 
and Freddie Mac and insured by the 
Federal Housing Administration, which 
make up the vast majority of the mar-
ket, are already exempt under the QM 
rule. 

So who exactly are we protecting? 
Who exactly are we maybe not serv-
icing the way that this Congress ought 
to be servicing and ought to be advo-
cating for? 

The originate-to-distribute model 
incentivized predatory and subprime 
lending, and, because those loans would 
be readily securitized, moved off of 
their books, they no longer had any re-
sponsibility. All they had to do was 
meet kind of a blush of a requirement, 
and they could move it right on off of 
their books. 

I can tell you this: as a former real-
tor, I understand that nobody has a 
greater incentive to ensure that a bor-
rower can repay their loan. 

I just pray that my colleagues on 
both sides will support this bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Alabama (Ms. SE-
WELL), a member of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee. 

Ms. SEWELL of Alabama. Mr. Speak-
er, I thank Ranking Member WATERS. 

Today I rise in opposition to H.R. 
1210. During the financial crisis of 2008, 
predatory subprime lending was far too 
prevalent and underwriting standards 
were not adequately adhered to by 
lenders. 

In response to these practices, the 
Dodd-Frank Act created a new set of 
mortgage underwriting rules. These 
qualified mortgage rules are critically 
important to helping ensure that all 
American consumers are protected 
against harmful mortgage products and 
abusive lending practices. These com-
monsense rules now require a lender to 
make a good faith effort to determine 
that a borrower has the ability to 
repay a mortgage. 

Additionally, the final rule contains 
critically important and special provi-
sions and exemptions that are avail-

able only to small lenders and to lend-
ers that operate predominantly in 
rural and underserved areas, exceptions 
that are critically important for dis-
tricts like mine. 

The QM rules simply state that, if 
banks make risky loans, like interest 
only, or adjustable mortgage loans, 
consumers can hold them accountable 
if those mortgages go bad. Lenders are 
also responsible for accurately re-
searching and documenting borrowers’ 
incomes and their ability to repay. 

Unfortunately, as currently drafted, 
H.R. 1210 would undermine these criti-
cally important consumer protections 
by exempting all depository financial 
institutions, large and small, from QM 
standards as long as the mortgage 
loans in question are held in portfolios 
by those institutions. 

H.R. 1210, broadly defined, would 
broaden the qualified mortgages to in-
clude all mortgages held on a lender’s 
balance sheet. 

Under the bill, depository institu-
tions that hold a loan in portfolios 
could arguably receive legal safe har-
bor, even if the loan contains terms 
and features that are abusive and 
harmful to consumers. 

Essentially, the bill would limit the 
rights of borrowers to hold harmful 
those banks that do bad practices. 

We all know that no regulation or 
law is perfect. We must work together 
to strike a delicate balance and ensure 
that regulations are pragmatic and 
workable without placing undue harm 
on financial institutions that provide 
critically important access to capital 
for potential homebuyers. 

Home ownership remains an impor-
tant goal for most Americans and one 
of the most traditional gateways to the 
middle class. However, the financial 
crisis of 2008 reminds us that we must 
have in place sensible safeguards to 
protect consumers against harmful 
mortgage products. 

I want to thank the ranking member 
for her leadership on this matter. 

I urge my colleagues to oppose H.R. 
1210. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS). 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman for yielding. 

I would like to thank my good friend 
from Kentucky, the sponsor of this leg-
islation, for leading on this important 
issue. 

Mr. Speaker, for many western Penn-
sylvanians, home ownership is a sig-
nificant aspect of realizing the Amer-
ican Dream. Moving from paying rent 
to owning a home is an investment in 
the future for these families and an in-
vestment in their local communities. 

Unfortunately, today that dream is 
being threatened unnecessarily by the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau’s qualified mortgage rule, or QM. 
The QM rule is a Washington-knows- 
best approach to mortgages that is 
hampering access to home loans across 
this country and hurting potential 
homebuyers and their communities. 

As with many complicated and one- 
size-fits-all regulations, the QM rule 
has brought substantial unintended 
consequences. The rule’s strict arbi-
trary standards have made it more dif-
ficult for many deserving consumers to 
get a mortgage and, as a result, has 
stalled much-needed investment in dis-
tressed and recovering communities. 

Notably, a significant amount of low- 
to-moderate-income borrowers now do 
not qualify for a mortgage based on the 
rule’s 43 percent debt-to-income ratio 
requirement. In fact, according to the 
Federal Reserve, 22 percent of those 
who borrowed to buy a home in 2010, 
after the financial crisis, 1 out of every 
5 borrowers would not have met this 
requirement. 

Mr. Speaker, these are hardworking, 
everyday people we are talking about. 
These are the people we are fighting for 
today. 

It is our local community banks and 
credit unions that have longstanding 
relationships with these everyday peo-
ple, and they are in the best position to 
judge creditworthiness and ability to 
repay. 

But the QM rule effectively takes 
that opportunity away from these com-
munity institutions and subjects them 
to an increased potential liability 
should they ever decide to stray out-
side the regulation. This is why, as the 
American Banker and others have put 
it well, for community financial insti-
tutions, QM means quitting mortgages. 

Thankfully, Mr. Speaker, this com-
monsense legislation that we are con-
sidering today offers a real opportunity 
to change this. In short, the bill pro-
vides a very reasonable tradeoff for fi-
nancial institutions. 

Should an institution decide to hold 
a mortgage in portfolio and retain the 
risk of default on its balance sheet, the 
institution receives the legal protec-
tions that are otherwise afforded by 
the QM rule. 

On the other hand, if that institution 
decides not to hold the mortgage in 
portfolio, sells it in the secondary mar-
ket and does not retain the risk, the 
institution does not receive those legal 
protections. 

By providing this option, the legisla-
tion will allow institutions to meet the 
credit demands of their consumers 
while incentivizing them to ensure 
that potential borrowers can meet the 
monthly obligations of a mortgage. 

In other words, it properly realigns 
the risk, facilitates effective under-
writing by lenders, and ensures that 
mortgages will be readily available for 
deserving homebuyers. 

Mr. Speaker, let’s pass this legisla-
tion so we can help transform commu-
nity through home ownership. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Illinois (Ms. SCHA-
KOWSKY), the vice chair of the Congres-
sional Progressive Caucus and a mem-
ber of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. 
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Ms. SCHAKOWSKY. Mr. Speaker, I 

thank the gentlewoman for yielding 
and for her leadership to protect con-
sumers. 

H.R. 1210 would allow the largest 
banks in the country to deal in the 
types of predatory and risky loans 
which brought down Washington Mu-
tual, Wachovia, Countrywide, Lehman, 
Bear Stearns and, eventually, the en-
tire economy. 

It undermines one of the most impor-
tant titles of the Dodd-Frank Act and 
one of the most significant consumer 
protection rules implemented by the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau. 

Furthermore, this bill contains a pro-
vision which explicitly allows mort-
gage brokers to steer borrowers to 
riskier, more expensive loans, regard-
less of what they qualify for. 

Some supporters of this bill think 
that, if banks hold these loans and, 
therefore, their risks in their own port-
folios, they will be careful not to origi-
nate bad loans, but this isn’t true. It is 
not true. 

Several portfolio lenders went under 
during the crisis due to a failure to un-
derwrite loans because they were fo-
cused on short-term benefits of up- 
front fees rather than the long-term 
performance of the mortgages that 
they originated. 

Investment banks also chased these 
short-term profits and bought up risky 
derivatives based on loans that were 
poorly underwritten without due dili-
gence. 

More importantly, this bill does not 
change what types of loans a bank is 
allowed to make. It just removes con-
sumer protections from the riskiest 
subprime loans. 

The CFPB’s ability to repay rule is 
the only line of defense against preda-
tory mortgage practices that brought 
down the economy and destroyed bil-
lions in homeowners’ wealth, and it is 
working. 

Under the new mortgage rules, de-
faults are down and lending to minori-
ties is up. Last quarter had the most 
loan originations since the third quar-
ter of 2007. The rules are protecting 
consumers while also fostering com-
petition among banks and growing the 
economy. 

We should not change a rule that is 
working. If it ain’t broke, don’t fix it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, 
may I inquire how much time is re-
maining on each side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas has 121⁄2 minutes re-
maining. The gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia has 17 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. WESTMORELAND). 

Mr. WESTMORELAND. Mr. Speaker, 
I thank the gentleman for yielding. 

The great American philosopher Ron 
White has a saying, and it says, ‘‘You 
can’t fix stupid.’’ So I guess that is the 
reason we can’t fix the QM rule that 
has come from the CFPB because it is 
stupid. 

Here is the reason why. Why would 
we not want to give a bank or a credit 
union the ability to loan somebody 
money when they are taking 100 per-
cent of the responsibility for the per-
son to pay back that loan? 

That is exactly what H.R. 1210 does. 
It says that a small bank, a commu-
nity bank, or credit union—I don’t 
really care who it is—is willing to put 
up their own money to somebody that 
they may know in their community 
that might not have the ability to have 
credit otherwise to be able to buy a 
house. 

I had that personal experience. Be-
fore I went in the building business, 
the only thing that I had was a home. 
So I went and I paid about 13 percent 
interest. I probably paid a number of 
points at closing to be able to open up 
my building business. In doing that, I 
was able to do that and I was able to 
pay back that loan. But had these rules 
been in effect, that would not have 
been possible to do. 

There are other Americans and there 
are other people out there waiting to 
get their foothold in society by buying 
a house, becoming part of the Amer-
ican Dream. And, to me, part of that 
dream is home ownership. 

So the philosopher is right. You can’t 
fix stupid. 

The CFPB has come up with many 
stupid rules, but I have got to give this 
one the crown, because why we would 
want to keep people from having credit 
and the ability to prosper and to move 
on and to grow in their life and provide 
shelter for their family is beyond me. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield as much time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON). 

b 1600 

Mr. ELLISON. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentlewoman for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to say that 
the fact is that 2008 was a horrendous 
time here in Congress, but it was even 
worse across America. You can go into 
neighborhoods not just in my district 
in Minnesota but all over the country— 
Florida, Arizona, and California—all 
over the country, and the foreclosure 
crisis was wreaking havoc from sea to 
shining sea. Why? Because of poor un-
derwriting standards. Why else? Be-
cause we didn’t require much of any-
thing to prove that people could pay a 
loan back. 

I remember these days, and I remem-
ber them so well that I am not really 
one to want to return to them right 
away. I think Congress has a duty to 
protect homeowners and protect con-
sumers from predatory lenders. I viv-
idly recall panic. I vividly recall the 
loss in property values, and I vividly 
recall the exploding unemployment 
numbers. I remember the calls from 
homeowners in my district facing fore-
closure. 

In Hennepin County, which is the 
county in which Minneapolis is lo-
cated, we had more than 35,000 fore-

closures since 2007. In many cases, 
these home buyers were sold loans with 
predatory terms even though they 
qualified for better mortgages. They 
were literally steered to bad mort-
gages. 

I have talked to people both young 
and elderly, people who had English as 
a second language, and people who 
have been born speaking English their 
whole lives, in fact, a diverse group of 
people who were steered to cash-out re-
financing that stripped them of their 
wealth and left them homeless. 

We acted to stop these predatory 
practices, and I am proud that we did. 
Dodd-Frank was good legislation to try 
to stop these irresponsible practices. 
We passed the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act 
and created a standard mortgage, one 
that we call a qualified mortgage. This 
is a good step. It was wise to create a 
nice, boring mortgage loan product. It 
was a good idea. 

Qualified loans must not at the time 
of origination be interest only or nega-
tively amortizing, have a term longer 
than 30 years, be a no-income, no-docu-
mentation loan, also known as liar 
loans, be a balloon loan, have a cap on 
fees and points, and leave the borrower 
with a debt-to-income ratio of greater 
than 43 percent. 

These are commonsense require-
ments, and if you get a loan like this, 
it is probably going to be fine. These 
commonsense requirements are going 
to enable sustainable homeownership 
and allow people to maintain that 
American Dream that they have been 
hoping for and saving for for so long. 

The fact is, we remember when we 
had yield spread premium. We remem-
ber no-doc, NINJA loans. We remember 
these interest-only loans and negative 
amortization. These things were ruin-
ous and harmed the American working 
and middle classes. These common-
sense requirements—these common-
sense requirements—are what we 
should do. 

Here we are today. H.R. 1210 seeks to 
repeal these protections. They want to 
take us back in time. They want to put 
us at risk and tender mercies again. 
The fact is, it is a huge mistake. 

H.R. 1210 would allow banks with as-
sets up to $1 trillion to seek mortgage 
brokers to issue the kinds of exotic 
products which caused the financial 
collapse. 

Even before the ink on the Dodd- 
Frank Wall Street Reform bill was dry, 
there were people trying to undermine 
it. Even before we even implemented 
the rules, all the rules from Dodd- 
Frank have not even been in place yet, 
we are trying to change it and under-
mine it, really to kick the door open so 
that the American working and middle 
class can be at the tender mercies of 
unscrupulous lenders again. That is not 
to say that all home lenders are un-
scrupulous. Many are good. But it 
doesn’t take that many to really ruin 
the industry. 

These changes that H.R. 1210 pro-
poses would encourage lenders to make 
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loans that are not in the best interest 
of the home buyer, and this I have to 
stand against. But I am not by myself. 
Not only does our ranking member 
know that this is a bad idea—and many 
Members of this body—but also the Na-
tional Association for the Advance-
ment of Colored People, the NAACP, is 
well aware this is bad legislation. The 
Leadership Conference on Civil and 
Human Rights knows it. Americans for 
Financial Reform knows it. And the 
Consumer Federation of America and 
dozens more are opposing this piece of 
legislation. 

Some argue that because these loans 
will be held in the portfolio of the lend-
er, they will be high quality loans. This 
is not true. This is a faulty assump-
tion, and it is wrong. They miss the 
whole point of the qualified mortgage 
rule enacted in the Dodd-Frank Wall 
Street Reform and Consumer Protec-
tion Act. Mortgage rules are designed 
to provide safeguards that would create 
a safer mortgage product for the bor-
rowers. Simply keeping a loan in a 
portfolio is not necessarily a substitute 
for the type of sound underwriting 
mortgage rules are designed to estab-
lish. 

There is ample evidence that preda-
tory loans can and have been held in 
portfolio. Some of the largest mort-
gage lenders that failed during the fi-
nancial crisis were large portfolio lend-
ers like Countrywide, Washington Mu-
tual, and Wachovia. These lenders can 
still make money on defaulted loans. 
During the 3 years before the crisis, 70 
percent of subprime loans were refi-
nanced loans, Mr. Speaker, not pur-
chased loans. With refis, borrowers 
bring the equity to the table. If the 
bank charges upfront fees and recovers 
the money from a foreclosure, preda-
tory loans can be profitable even if 
they default. The same is true for pred-
atory purchase loans when home values 
aren’t falling. And that is why we are 
going to stand here and protect home 
buyers. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to urge all Mem-
bers of this body to vote ‘‘no’’ on H.R. 
1210. And just remember, it has only 
been a few years since we passed Dodd- 
Frank. It has only been not even a dec-
ade since the financial crisis that real-
ly, really caused tremendous havoc to 
the American working and middle 
classes. After the Great Depression of 
the 1930s, at least it took them a cou-
ple of decades before they tried to dis-
mantle all the financial protections. 
They haven’t even taken a single dec-
ade. They are back at it again and 
fighting tooth and nail to leave the 
American working and middle class at 
the tender mercies of people who have 
nothing but the profit motive in mind. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge Members to vote 
‘‘no’’ on this piece of legislation. It is 
not worthy, and I urge a strong ‘‘no’’ 
vote. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. BARR), the sponsor of 
the bill. 

Mr. BARR. Mr. Speaker, it is impor-
tant to respond to the rhetoric from 
the other side because I don’t think 
they are really understanding what we 
are trying to do here. What we are not 
talking about are the predatory, abu-
sive, and risky loans that they are re-
ferring to. That is not what we are 
talking about here. We are not talking 
about opaque subprime securitizations. 
We are not talking about the GSE ex-
emption to the qualified mortgage 
rule. 

By the way, Mr. Speaker, where is 
the outrage with the FHFA, the regu-
lator of Fannie Mae and Freddie Mac, 
for not prohibiting Fannie Mae, Freddy 
Mac, and the GSEs from buying these 
non-QM mortgages that they are com-
plaining about? What we are talking 
about are portfolio loans where the 
risk is on the shareholder, not on the 
taxpayer. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. PITTENGER). 

Mr. PITTENGER. Mr. Speaker, I con-
gratulate my good friend from Ken-
tucky (Mr. BARR) for his leadership on 
this important bill for consumers. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 
1210, the Portfolio Lending and Mort-
gage Access Act. Since the creation of 
the Consumer Financial Protection Bu-
reau, it seems that all they have done 
is make it more difficult for businesses 
to grow and create jobs and to restrict 
choices for consumers. America needs 
an opportunity economy not hampered 
with massive bureaucratic regulations. 

The CFPB’s qualified mortgage rule 
is anti-opportunity. It does nothing but 
force overly burdensome underwriting 
requirements on hardworking Amer-
ican families and community financial 
institutions, making it harder for cred-
itworthy individuals to buy a home 
they can afford to keep. 

The Independent Community Bank-
ers Association reports that 73 percent 
of community bankers have decreased 
their mortgage business or completely 
stopped providing mortgage loans due 
to the expense of complying with this 
regulatory burden. 

Mr. Speaker, I sat on a community 
bank board for over 10 years. We knew 
who was creditworthy. We had personal 
relationships with our customers. We 
knew their character. Today, Mr. 
Speaker, it is one size fits all. 

We understand the nature of loans 
and extending credit. Yet what is re-
quired today is a box to check. If you 
can’t check all the boxes, you won’t 
get a loan. The regulators today, just 
like they did before the crisis, are put-
ting mandates on community financial 
institutions, whom you can loan 
money to and whom you can’t loan 
money to. This type of excessive regu-
lation is what is killing the opportuni-
ties and choices for the American con-
sumers. 

Since I have been in Congress, I regu-
larly hear how Washington’s red tape 

prevents community financial institu-
tions from serving their customers’ 
needs. H.R. 1210 goes a long way to en-
sure community banks and credit 
unions, who know their customers and 
communities, are able to serve hard-
working American families, and they 
should not be impeded by needless and 
misguided meddling of Washington bu-
reaucrats. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I continue to reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado (Mr. TIPTON). 

Mr. TIPTON. I thank the chairman. 
Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 

my colleague from Kentucky, Rep-
resentative BARR, for offering this 
piece of legislation. 

This bipartisan Portfolio Lending 
and Mortgage Access Act responsibly 
expands access to mortgage credit 
without creating additional risk to the 
financial system or to the taxpayer. By 
allowing insured depository institu-
tions to hold residential mortgage 
loans in portfolio and have them treat-
ed as qualified mortgages, this bill en-
courages strong underwriting stand-
ards for lenders while also giving ac-
cess to credit for young families and 
first-time home buyers. These are peo-
ple who may not otherwise be able to 
meet the ability to repay require-
ments. 

Existing mortgage rules are overly 
restrictive and have made it difficult 
and, in some cases, impossible for 
banks to be able to make otherwise 
safe and sound loans to creditworthy 
borrowers. This bill puts the ‘‘commu-
nity’’ back in community lending. 

Mr. Speaker, in my district and 
many others across the U.S., access to 
mortgage credit is crucial. Unfortu-
nately, many smaller community 
banks have been forced to stop mort-
gage lending since they could not af-
ford the expensive compliance and per-
sonnel associated with those costs. 
They simply made too few mortgage 
loans to be able to cover their costs. In 
rural areas, this is a significant prob-
lem because customers often do not 
have the alternative to find a lender to 
be able to approach for mortgage prod-
ucts. 

Thankfully, this legislation promotes 
the type of lending that will boost the 
housing market in a safe and respon-
sible manner without taxpayer expo-
sure. Portfolio lending is among the 
most traditional and lowest risk lend-
ing in which a bank can engage. Loans 
held in portfolio are well underwritten 
and conservative by their very nature 
since the lender retains 100 percent of 
the credit and interest rate risk on 
their own books. 

Mr. Speaker, I am happy to lend my 
support to this bill and encourage my 
colleagues to be able to support this 
commonsense measure. Again, I thank 
the gentleman from Kentucky for his 
efforts on this bill. 
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Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Speaker, I continue to reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. HILL). 

Mr. HILL. I thank the chairman. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

1210, the Portfolio Lending and Mort-
gage Access bill, designed by my good 
friend from Kentucky. 

We have seen in Arkansas loan ap-
proval rates decline significantly since 
the QM rules were put in place. One 
bank noted a 40 percent decline in eli-
gible borrowers. 

Today, I just want to tell a story. A 
community banker in my district 
called this week and said that he has a 
customer that from time to time just 
needs catch-up money, money to catch 
up on bills, medical expenses, or to 
help out her kids. But her credit score 
is in the low range of acceptable, and 
therefore, she doesn’t qualify for unse-
cured credit, and therefore, she uses 
the equity in her house. She has been 
doing it for years and paid back those 
lines over and over again with no prob-
lems. 

Now she has to go through the abil-
ity-to-repay process, which is long and 
arduous and, unfortunately for her, 
leading to mistrust between a long- 
term client and her hometown bank. 

As a former chairman, CEO, and 
president of a community bank in Ar-
kansas, I can assure you that members 
of our boards of directors across this 
country scrutinize all portfolio loans, 
both those that are sold and those kept 
on the books. But there is no better in-
centive than to have good underwriting 
and to ensure the customer has the 
ability to repay the loan held on the 
balance sheet of one of our financial in-
stitutions. 

That is what we are talking about 
here today. 

Community institutions know best 
how to serve their communities and 
their clients—not Washington. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this commonsense bill. 

b 1615 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine (Mr. POLIQUIN). 

Mr. POLIQUIN. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the chairman. 

Mr. Speaker, I am still scratching my 
head. I am still scratching my head at 
some of the folks on the other side of 
the aisle. I have no idea why they do 
not want to help those folks that are 
less fortunate than others in this coun-
try. 

This is an opportunity, Mr. Speaker, 
for all of us in this Chamber, Repub-
licans and Democrats, to step forward 
and show some compassion for folks 
that want to live in their own home. 

I urge all of my colleagues right here 
today to support H.R. 1210, and I salute 
Mr. BARR from Kentucky for the hard 
work that he did to put this Portfolio 
Lending and Mortgage Access Act to-

gether. I also thank Chairman HEN-
SARLING for his leadership in bringing 
this out of the committee and to the 
floor. 

I enjoy, Mr. Speaker, traveling 
through my Second District in Maine, 
the most beautiful part of the world, 
and I love talking to our small credit 
unions and community banks. I talk to 
the folks up at the Maine Family Cred-
it Union in Lewiston or the Bangor 
Savings Bank, and they tell me how 
difficult it is to navigate through this 
huge, complex, 2,300-page Dodd-Frank 
law that is preventing them from lend-
ing money to families who are credit-
worthy and who deserve these loans. 

One specific part of the Dodd-Frank 
law, Mr. BARR’s bill addresses. It is 
called the qualified mortgage rule, or 
QM. This is a one-size-fits-all rule that 
does not work for many of the families 
in Maine. 

Now, let’s say you are a lobster fish-
erman in the down east part of our 
State and you want to borrow money 
from the Machias Savings Bank to buy 
a new home because you have a couple 
of new kids and you need a new bath-
room, but your monthly income, Mr. 
Speaker, may vary depending on when 
you set your traps, when you pull your 
traps, and when you sell your catch to 
a dealer. Now, what the regulators 
want is they want to see a smooth, 
equal 12 mortgage payments to repay 
that loan; but that might not be the 
case, Mr. Speaker, because your job 
doesn’t work that way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
YODER). The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield the gen-
tleman from Maine an additional 10 
seconds. 

Mr. POLIQUIN. In addition to that, 
Machias Savings Bank may have 
known your family for 50 years. Now, 
on top of this, Mr. Speaker, the bank 
takes all the risk. They own the load. 
So, God forbid, if a storm comes up and 
sinks your traps and your boat in the 
harbor and you can’t make those loan 
payments, there is no risk to the mar-
ket because the bank owns the loan. 

I ask everybody, Mr. Speaker, to 
stand up and show compassion for the 
folks around this country who want to 
buy a home and do qualify for these 
loans. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Proponents of H.R. 1210 argue that if 
banks keep loans in portfolio, they 
have every incentive to make sure 
those mortgages are sustainable and 
good for both the bank and the bor-
rowers. Therefore, loans held in port-
folio should automatically receive the 
CFPB’s legal safe harbor under the 
qualified mortgage rule. This simply 
ignores the history of the recent crisis. 
How can banks benefit from loans that 
are unsustainable in the long term? 

Let’s look at how it really works: 
Step one, underwrite a mortgage 

with high, up-front fees. Though an 

honest broker may charge a 1 percent 
fee, a Better Business Bureau study 
from just before the crisis showed 
mortgage brokers often making 5 per-
cent in up-front fees. On a $200,000 
mortgage, that is $10,000 just for one 
loan. Other examples are appraisal 
fees, escrow fees, settlement fees, 
homeowners insurance. These fees 
could go back to the loan originator on 
an unlimited basis, and originators 
could still have legal protection under 
H.R. 1210. 

Step two, protect your bank from 
consumer defaults by requiring expen-
sive private mortgage insurance. 

Step three, underwrite a large num-
ber of loans so that the fees add up— 
volume churn, volume churn. This has 
the added benefit of keeping regional 
home prices high by flooding the mar-
ket with buyers. 

Step four, refuse to offer loan modi-
fications. Banks can divest from loss 
mitigation processes and keep the prof-
its from the high up-front fees and 
mortgage volumes. 

Step five, foreclose on the borrower 
and prevent them from suing the lend-
er for lending violations. Once the bor-
rower defaults, the lender can then re-
possess the collateral. If home prices 
have risen, they can sell the home for 
a profit all the while keeping their up- 
front fees. Meanwhile, H.R. 1210 would 
provide the lenders with a legal shield 
against CFPB enforcement or private 
fair lending litigation. 

Over and over, Republicans have at-
tacked the CFPB and the important 
protections it provides to American 
consumers. Yet again, we are wasting 
time on the floor considering a bill the 
President has already pledged to veto 
when we could be doing other impor-
tant business. 

What this bill does is very simple. It 
forgets all of the lessons of the finan-
cial crisis of 2008 and allows the coun-
try’s biggest banks to put consumers 
and the economy at risk by bringing 
back complex, high-cost mortgages. 
The bill resurrects a practice that al-
lows mortgage brokers to receive bo-
nuses from the big banks in exchange 
for steering consumers into expensive, 
risky loans. 

After the financial crisis, the Depart-
ment of Justice investigated these 
practices and found that minority com-
munities were sought out by mortgage 
brokers and targeted for risky loans, 
even in the cases where the borrowers 
were qualified for prime loans. These 
are the same types of loans that de-
stroyed the life savings of millions of 
Americans that ended up in fore-
closure. 

And then when I studied foreclosure 
practices at the largest banks, I discov-
ered that the same banks that made 
these mortgages were also guilty of 
robo-signing. Remember that? Robo- 
signing, wrongfully foreclosing on fam-
ilies that were up to date on their pay-
ments and fabricating paperwork to de-
fraud consumers. 
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The Dodd-Frank Act and the CFPB 

have reined in these predatory prac-
tices, yet I have had to come down to 
the floor over and over again to defend 
our work eliminating fraud in the fi-
nancial system. We have already seen 
what happens when regulators do not 
do their jobs: consumers are left on the 
hook. We must defend the work we 
have done in the Dodd-Frank Act and 
the important work that CFPB con-
tinues to do. So certainly I urge a ‘‘no’’ 
vote on this legislation. 

It has been said over and over again 
by this side of the aisle that it appears 
that my colleagues on the opposite side 
of the aisle are forgetting the lessons 
of 2008, forgetting what happened when 
we brought this country to a recession, 
almost a depression, forgetting the 
communities that have been destroyed 
with these foreclosures, forgetting 
these lessons, and coming back to the 
Congress of the United States dis-
regarding all of the harm that we have 
caused to families and communities 
and presenting legislation that could 
put them back in the same position. 

Well, we wonder why our constitu-
ents and consumers don’t trust us any-
more. They don’t trust us because of 
these kinds of attempts to present pub-
lic policy that again could harm our 
economy and harm these families and 
these communities. They wonder why 
it is we continue down this path. 

We bailed out the biggest banks in 
America. We bailed out big insurance 
companies in America. We took the 
taxpayers’ money, and we literally said 
to the people who had caused the harm: 
We forgive you. It is okay. We are 
going to make sure you stay in busi-
ness. We are going to make sure that 
you have the ability to make money. 

And while the taxpayers watch this, 
still many are reeling from the loss of 
their homes. And homelessness has in-
creased in my own city of Los Angeles, 
over 12 to 15 percent increase in home-
lessness. Some of those families are 
there because they are victims of the 
predatory practices that we allowed 
our regulators to turn their heads and 
bring harm to these families and these 
communities. 

I don’t understand why you don’t un-
derstand simply ability to repay. I 
don’t understand why you would sim-
ply say let the biggest banks in Amer-
ica have portfolio loans if they don’t 
have to be worried about qualified 
mortgages. I don’t get it. 

Why don’t you err, if you are going to 
err, on the side of the consumer? What 
is it about the biggest financial insti-
tutions in America that can promote 
this kind of public policy and have so 
many Members, particularly on the op-
posite side of the aisle, doing their bid-
ding? I don’t get it. I don’t understand, 
and I don’t understand why many of 
your constituents don’t really know 
what is going on. 

Mr. Speaker, this is not easy work. 
As you know, working on the Financial 
Services Committee is extremely dif-
ficult and time-consuming work. 

Here we are divided: one side of the 
aisle going back to the risky days, an-
other side of the aisle protecting the 
Consumer Financial Protection Bureau 
and saying that we have to protect 
that Bureau no matter how much you 
attack it. 

Again, I want to remind you, before 
Dodd-Frank and this centerpiece that 
was organized for reform, where we cre-
ated the Consumer Financial Protec-
tion Bureau, think about the name— 
Consumer, Financial, Protection, Bu-
reau—protecting those who had been 
dropped off the protection agenda by 
our own regulators. 

So we created something, and we 
named it in such a way that consumers 
and our constituents would understand 
that we are sorry for what happened to 
them and we don’t like the fact that we 
almost destroyed this economy. We 
support the Consumer Financial Pro-
tection Bureau. We will not go back to 
those days prior to 2008; and, whether 
you like it or not, this Bureau is here 
to stay, and we are going to defend it 
with every ounce of energy that we 
have. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, how 

much time do I have remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-

tleman from Texas has 21⁄4 minutes re-
maining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, I find it fascinating 
that the ranking member says ‘‘we 
have to protect the CFPB,’’ the very 
same CFPB that the Federal Reserve’s 
inspector general says, ‘‘minorities 
underrepresented in upper pay bands’’; 
the very same CFPB, ‘‘minority appli-
cants not hired in proportion to quali-
fications.’’ She wants to protect the 
CFPB where ‘‘minority employees re-
ceive lower performance ratings,’’ 
wants to protect a qualified mortgage 
rule which the Federal Reserve says 
one-third of Blacks and Hispanics will 
no longer be able to qualify for mort-
gages. Yet the ranking member says we 
have to protect CFPB. 

No, we have to protect the American 
people from CFPB, the CFPB that is 
trying to take away their mortgages. 

I hear almost every week from some 
credit union or community bank, like 
the First Arkansas Bank and Trust, 
who wrote: 

‘‘Our bank has a long history of help-
ing consumers, especially those who, 
for some reason, cannot qualify for sec-
ondary market financing at the time. 
Due to the fact that this type of fi-
nancing is now overly burdened by the 
qualified mortgage standards, we have 
ceased this type of financing.’’ 

This includes for mobile homes. That 
is low-income people, Mr. Speaker. 

We hear from the Reading Coopera-
tive Bank, ‘‘We have experienced a 
spike in loan declines to women,’’ for 
their investigation identified that 
women attempting to buy the family 
home to settle their divorce and sta-

bilize their family were being declined 
at a high rate due to the Dodd-Frank 
qualified mortgage rules and ability to 
pay. 

b 1630 

We hear this stuff all the time. We 
have to protect the consumer, and we 
protect the consumer by having com-
petitive, transparent, innovative free 
markets that are vigorously policed for 
force and fraud and deception. It is not 
by having this vaunted CFPB. I am 
shocked that we have the ranking 
member again talking about discrimi-
nation, but, apparently, it is okay if 
the CFPB practices it. That is out-
rageous, Mr. Speaker. It is simply out-
rageous. The American people will not 
abide by it. 

We have to protect the American 
consumers in their opportunity for the 
American Dream of homeownership. 
That is why every single Member 
should vote for the legislation from the 
gentleman from Kentucky, which is so 
simple. It says, if you make the loan 
and you keep your books, it is a quali-
fied mortgage, and you have your shot 
at the American Dream. I urge the 
adoption of the legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All time 
for debate on the bill has expired. 

The Chair understands that the 
amendment made in order pursuant to 
the first section of House Resolution 
529 will not be offered. 

Pursuant to the rule, the previous 
question is ordered on the bill, as 
amended. 

The question is on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

MOTION TO RECOMMIT 
Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 

Speaker, I have a motion to recommit 
at the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the 
gentleman opposed to the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. I am, 
in its current form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Clerk will report the motion to recom-
mit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Thompson of California moves to re-

commit the bill H.R. 1210 to the Committee 
on Financial Services with instructions to 
report the same back to the House forthwith 
with the following amendment: 

Page 2, line 5, strike ‘‘and’’ at the end. 
Page 2, line 8, strike the period at the end 

and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 2, after line 8, insert the following: 
‘‘(iii) the consumer is not a veteran or a 

member of the Armed Forces.’’. 
Page 3, line 3, strike ‘‘and’’ at the end. 
Page 3, line 7, strike the period at the end 

and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 3, after line 7, insert the following: 
‘‘(C) the consumer is not a veteran or a 

member of the Armed Forces.’’. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California (during 
the reading). Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to dispense with the 
reading. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I re-

serve a point of order on the gentle-
man’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point 
of order is reserved. 

Pursuant to the rule, the gentleman 
from California is recognized for 5 min-
utes in support of his motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker and Members, the bill on the 
floor before us is a rotten deal for all 
consumers, but it is especially bad for 
our servicemembers. 

When you are a servicemember, you 
are often forced to relocate with little 
notice. That puts our men and women 
in uniform under tremendous pressure 
to obtain housing for themselves and 
for their families, all the while man-
aging the enormous duties that mili-
tary service requires. It is a lot to han-
dle. We know this and so do the finan-
cial predators. That is why we often 
see them setting up shop around our 
military bases. 

If a servicemember is targeted and 
sold a bad mortgage, why don’t the au-
thors of this bill want to allow them 
some recourse to make things right? 

As a combat veteran, I understand 
the pressures placed on our military. 
Our men and women in uniform often 
don’t have the time to investigate 
mortgages in detail. They have to trust 
that no one is taking advantage of 
them. The problem is people often do 
take advantage of them. It is a des-
picable practice that is matched only 
by the majority’s bill, which denies 
them the opportunity to sue the preda-
tory lender to make things right. 

My amendment would change this. It 
would allow any servicemember or vet-
eran to sue a predatory lender regard-
less of who holds the loan. The mere 
fact that a predatory lender holds a 
bad mortgage shouldn’t prevent serv-
icemembers from being able to take ac-
tion to make things right. 

I know my colleagues on the other 
side are going to vote to deny protec-
tions to your average, hard-working 
American family who had the bad for-
tune of being sold a bad mortgage; but 
at the very least, let’s exempt service-
members from this bill. We ask enough 
of them already. 

Reports from the Department of De-
fense have noted that financial stress 
can affect a servicemember’s perform-
ance and combat readiness. And a DOD 
report specifically states: ‘‘Forty-eight 
percent of enlisted servicemembers are 
less than 25 years old, have little expe-
rience managing their finances, and 
have little in savings to help them 
through emergencies.’’ 

Yet, on the heels of Veterans Day, 
when Member after Member came to 
the floor to praise our veterans, this 
majority wants to return 7 days later 
and put predatory lenders ahead of our 
men and women in uniform. Their bill 
limits consumer protections for serv-

icemembers. It hurts our Armed 
Forces, and it hurts their families. It 
increases strain on people who already 
volunteer for a stressful, dangerous 
job; and it reduces combat readiness. 

Let’s not forget all we pledged just a 
week ago on Veterans Day. Let’s put 
our policy in line with our rhetoric. 
Let’s protect our troops. Let’s protect 
their families. Let’s protect our coun-
try. I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on this motion to recommit. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 

withdraw my reservation of a point of 
order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The res-
ervation of the point of order is with-
drawn. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
gentleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Texas is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
certainly salute the gentleman for his 
service to our country in uniform and 
for his service to our country in Con-
gress. 

Although I applaud his service, I do 
not applaud what he is bringing before 
the House in this motion to recommit, 
because what his motion to recommit 
will do, regardless of what he says it 
will do, is hurt veterans. It will hurt 
their homeownership opportunities. 

I don’t know if the gentleman was on 
the floor when I shared with the House 
correspondence from just two commu-
nity financial institutions that were 
saying that they can’t make mortgage 
loans anymore under this QM rule. We 
know for a fact that, when fully imple-
mented, 20 percent of the people who 
qualified for mortgages just 5 years 
ago—after the financial crisis—would 
no longer qualify, many of them vet-
erans. We know the Federal Reserve 
has said that, when the QM rule is fully 
functional, one-third of all Blacks and 
Hispanics, many of them veterans, will 
not be able to qualify for mortgages. 

Again, it is why so many in the in-
dustry are calling ‘‘QM’’ not ‘‘qualified 
mortgage,’’ Mr. Speaker, but ‘‘quitting 
mortgages.’’ We don’t want banks and 
credit unions to be quitting on mort-
gages for our brave men and women in 
uniform. They deserve the same home-
ownership opportunities. Frankly, they 
deserve better homeownership opportu-
nities than the rest of the population. 

I would urge that the House reject 
this motion to recommit because, at 
the end of the day, what is going to be 
best for our veterans—what is going to 
be best for the American people—is 
more competition in the mortgage 
market, not less, not taking away their 
financing opportunities, particularly 
those who are of low income and par-
ticularly our veterans. No. We want to 
have competitive, transparent, innova-
tive markets. They need to be policed 
for force and fraud and deception. We 
want as many different financial insti-
tutions creating as many opportunities 

for homeownership for the American 
people and for our veterans as possible. 
I would urge the House to reject this 
motion to recommit. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, the previous question is or-
dered on the motion to recommit. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion to recommit. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 and clause 9 of rule XX, 
this 15-minute vote on the motion to 
recommit will be followed by 5-minute 
votes on passage of the bill, if ordered, 
and passage of H.R. 1737. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 184, nays 
242, not voting 7, as follows: 

[Roll No. 635] 

YEAS—184 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Ashford 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cooper 
Costa 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 

Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Graham 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Jones 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 

McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
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Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 

Wasserman 
Schultz 

Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 

Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NAYS—242 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 

Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 

Pearce 
Perry 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—7 

Calvert 
DeFazio 
Foster 

Hurt (VA) 
McCollum 
Ruppersberger 

Takai 

b 1707 

Messrs. FARENTHOLD, CARTER of 
Georgia, KELLY of Mississippi, 
FRANKS of Arizona, and DOLD 

changed their vote from ‘‘yea’’ to 
‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. BECERRA, Ms. KAPTUR, Mrs. 
KIRKPATRICK, Ms. LOFGREN, and 
Mr. RUSH changed their vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So the motion to recommit was re-
jected. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

Stated for: 
Ms. MCCOLLUM. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall 

No. 635, had I been present, I would have 
voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, on rollcall No. 
635, had I been present, I would have voted 
‘‘yes.’’ 

Stated against: 
Mr. HURT of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I was 

not present for rollcall vote No. 635, a re-
corded vote on the Motion to Recommit with 
instructions on H.R. 1210. Had I been present, 
I would have voted ‘‘no.’’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. This 

will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 255, nays 
174, not voting 4, as follows: 

[Roll No. 636] 

YEAS—255 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Benishek 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 

Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dold 
Donovan 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Heck (NV) 

Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Hill 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Katko 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kline 
Knight 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Latta 
LoBiondo 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McHenry 

McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nugent 
Nunes 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perry 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 

Reichert 
Ribble 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Russell 
Salmon 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Stefanik 

Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Trott 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vela 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Weber (TX) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—174 

Adams 
Aguilar 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bishop (GA) 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brady (PA) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Cartwright 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Cohen 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Courtney 
Crowley 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farr 
Fattah 
Foster 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 

Garamendi 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Hahn 
Hastings 
Heck (WA) 
Higgins 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Huffman 
Israel 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kaptur 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
Kirkpatrick 
Kuster 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Lawrence 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McNerney 
Meeks 
Meng 
Moore 
Moulton 
Murphy (FL) 

Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Nolan 
Norcross 
O’Rourke 
Pallone 
Pascrell 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Peters 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Renacci 
Rice (NY) 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Ruiz 
Rush 
Ryan (OH) 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Tsongas 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Welch 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 
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NOT VOTING—4 

DeFazio 
Ruppersberger 

Takai 
Webster (FL) 

b 1714 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE FOR VIC-
TIMS OF BOMBINGS IN BEIRUT, 
LEBANON 

(Mr. ISSA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. ISSA. Mr. Speaker, I join fellow 
Members of the Lebanon Caucus to re-
quest a moment of silence for the vic-
tims of the bombings in Beirut, Leb-
anon, on November 12, 2015, that 
claimed the lives of at least 43 people 
and injured over 200. 

In addition to those lost in France on 
November 13, and in Egypt on October 
31, almost 400 murders have been 
claimed by ISIS in the period of less 
than 2 weeks. 

I invite my colleagues to join the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. 
HANNA), my friend, who introduced the 
resolution today condemning the at-
tack and showing our support for Leb-
anon. 

I thank the Chair for this oppor-
tunity to remember the innocent lives 
lost at the hands of ISIS terrorists, and 
I urge the administration to do every-
thing in its power to bring those re-
sponsible to justice. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for a moment of 
silence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers will rise and observe a moment of 
silence. 

f 

REFORMING CFPB INDIRECT AUTO 
FINANCING GUIDANCE ACT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without 
objection, 5-minute voting will con-
tinue. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-

finished business is the vote on passage 
of the bill (H.R. 1737) to nullify certain 
guidance of the Bureau of Consumer 
Financial Protection and to provide re-
quirements for guidance issued by the 
Bureau with respect to indirect auto 
lending, on which the yeas and nays 
were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the passage of the bill. 
This is a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 332, nays 96, 
not voting 5, as follows: 

[Roll No. 637] 

YEAS—332 

Abraham 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 

Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 

Barton 
Beatty 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 

Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle, Brendan 

F. 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Cartwright 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Clawson (FL) 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cole 
Collins (GA) 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis, Rodney 
Delaney 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DesJarlais 
Diaz-Balart 
Dingell 
Dold 
Donovan 
Doyle, Michael 

F. 
Duckworth 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Ellmers (NC) 
Emmer (MN) 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gosar 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Gene 

Griffith 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice, Jody B. 
Higgins 
Hill 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (MS) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
Labrador 
LaHood 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Larsen (WA) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Lieu, Ted 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
MacArthur 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McDermott 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 

Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Noem 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Pearce 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price, Tom 
Quigley 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Rigell 
Roby 
Roe (TN) 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Royce 
Ruiz 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Salmon 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Scalise 
Schiff 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stewart 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Wagner 

Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Weber (TX) 

Webster (FL) 
Welch 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Williams 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 

Woodall 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—96 

Adams 
Bass 
Becerra 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Brown (FL) 
Butterfield 
Capps 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chu, Judy 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Cohen 
Conyers 
Cummings 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
DeGette 
DeLauro 
DeSaulnier 
Deutch 
Doggett 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Engel 

Farr 
Fattah 
Frankel (FL) 
Fudge 
Garamendi 
Green, Al 
Grijalva 
Gutiérrez 
Himes 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Kelly (IL) 
Kennedy 
Langevin 
Larson (CT) 
Lee 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lofgren 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lynch 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Matsui 
McCollum 
McGovern 
McNerney 

Meeks 
Moore 
Moulton 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Pallone 
Payne 
Pelosi 
Pingree 
Pocan 
Polis 
Price (NC) 
Rangel 
Richmond 
Roybal-Allard 
Rush 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Schakowsky 
Scott (VA) 
Serrano 
Takano 
Thompson (MS) 
Van Hollen 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Wilson (FL) 
Yarmuth 

NOT VOTING—5 

DeFazio 
Eshoo 

Ruppersberger 
Takai 

Whitfield 

b 1726 

Ms. FRANKEL of Florida changed 
her vote from ‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. TONKO and Ms. SLAUGHTER 
changed their vote from ‘‘nay’’ to 
‘‘yea.’’ 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was announced 

as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. Mr. Speaker, I was 
not able to vote today for medical reasons. 
Had I been present on rollcall vote 634, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
rollcall vote 635, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 
Had I been present on rollcall vote 636, I 
would have voted ‘‘no.’’ Had I been present on 
rollcall vote 637, I would have voted ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

HOUR OF MEETING ON TOMORROW 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today, it adjourn to 
meet at 9:30 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
EMMER of Minnesota). Is there objec-
tion to the request of the gentleman 
from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3403 

Mrs. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to remove myself 
as a cosponsor of H.R. 3403. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
f 

COMMUNICATION FROM DISTRICT 
DIRECTOR, THE HONORABLE 
SUSAN DAVIS, MEMBER OF CON-
GRESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from Jessica Poole, District 
Director, the Honorable SUSAN DAVIS, 
Member of Congress: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, November 16, 2015. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: This is to notify you 
formally, pursuant to Rule VIII of the Rules 
of the House of Representatives, that I have 
been served with a non-party subpoena, 
issued by the Superior Court of California, 
County of San Diego, for testimony in a 
criminal case. 

After consultation with the Office of Gen-
eral Counsel, I have determined that compli-
ance with the subpoena is consistent with 
the privileges and rights of the House. 

Sincerely, 
JESSICA POOLE, 

District Director, 
Congresswoman Susan Davis. 

f 

PERMISSION TO POSTPONE PRO-
CEEDINGS ON MOTION TO RE-
COMMIT ON H.R. 3189, FED OVER-
SIGHT REFORM AND MOD-
ERNIZATION ACT OF 2015 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the ques-
tion of adopting a motion to recommit 
on H.R. 3189 may be subject to post-
ponement as though under clause 8 of 
rule XX. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
f 

b 1730 

FED OVERSIGHT REFORM AND 
MODERNIZATION ACT OF 2015 

GENERAL LEAVE 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and submit extraneous mate-
rials on the bill, H.R. 3189, to amend 
the Federal Reserve Act to establish 
requirements for policy rules and 
blackout periods of the Federal Open 
Market Committee, to establish re-
quirements for certain activities of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, and to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to reform the man-
ner in which the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System is audited, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to House Resolution 529 and rule 
XVIII, the Chair declares the House in 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consider-
ation of the bill, H.R. 3189. 

The Chair appoints the gentleman 
from Kansas (Mr. YODER) to preside 
over the Committee of the Whole. 

b 1730 

IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 3189) to 
amend the Federal Reserve Act to es-
tablish requirements for policy rules 
and blackout periods of the Federal 
Open Market Committee, to establish 
requirements for certain activities of 
the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, and to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to reform the man-
ner in which the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System is audited, 
and for other purposes, with Mr. YODER 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIR. Pursuant to the rule, the 

bill is considered read the first time. 
The gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN-

SARLING) and the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. WATERS) each will con-
trol 30 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup-
port of H.R. 3189, the FORM Act, to re-
form the Federal Reserve. It is spon-
sored by the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. HUIZENGA). 

To paraphrase an old automobile ad-
vertising campaign, Mr. Chairman, this 
is not your father’s Fed. 

Since the financial crisis, the Federal 
Reserve has morphed into a govern-
ment institution whose unconventional 
activities and vastly expanded powers 
would hardly be recognized by those 
who drafted the original act. Regret-
tably, commensurate transparency and 
accountability have not followed. 

Since the financial meltdown of 2008, 
the Fed has carried out unprecedented 
rounds of asset purchases, known as 
quantitative easing; and its balance 
sheet has swollen to almost $5 trillion, 
equal to one-fourth of the U.S. econ-
omy and almost five times its pre-cri-
sis level. 

We have had almost 7 years of near- 
zero interest rates, and the Fed’s so- 
called forward guidance provides al-
most no guidance to investors on when 
rates might finally be normalized. 

This ongoing uncertainty is a signifi-
cant cause of businesses hoarding cash 
and postponing capital investments 
and community banks conserving cap-
ital and reducing lending. 

Adding to the economic uncertainty, 
the Dodd-Frank Act granted the Fed 
sweeping new regulatory powers to di-

rectly intervene in the operations of 
large financial institutions. This is to-
tally separate and apart from its mone-
tary policy responsibilities, Mr. Chair-
man. 

The Fed now stands at the center of 
Dodd-Frank’s codification of too big to 
fail. With respect to these firms, the 
Fed is authorized to impose heightened 
prudential standards, including capital 
and liquidity requirements, risk man-
agement requirements, resolution 
planning, credit exposure report re-
quirements, and concentration limits. 

The Fed is even authorized on a 
vague, faint finding that if a financial 
institution poses a grave threat to fi-
nancial stability, to actually break up 
the firm. 

In other words, Mr. Chairman, the 
Fed can now literally occupy the 
boardrooms of the largest financial in-
stitutions in America and influence 
how they deploy capital. 

The Fed’s monetary policy must be 
made clear and credible, and its regu-
latory activities must comport with 
the rule of law and bear public scru-
tiny. To accomplish this, the Fed Over-
sight Reform and Modernization Act, 
again, the FORM Act, authored by 
Congressman HUIZENGA, should be en-
acted into law. 

Reform accountability and trans-
parency, on the one hand, and inde-
pendence in the conduct of monetary 
policy, on the other, are not mutually 
exclusive concepts. 

The main reforms of the FORM Act 
are as follows: Number one, on mone-
tary policy, the Fed must publish and 
explain with specificity the strategy it 
is following. 

The FORM Act allows the Fed to 
chose any monetary policy, strategy, 
or rule it prefers, and it has the power 
to amend or depart from that rule 
whenever the Fed decides economic cir-
cumstances so warrant. 

Whether the Fed chooses to conduct 
monetary policy based upon the Taylor 
rule developed by Stanford Economist 
John Taylor or whether they choose to 
conduct monetary policy based on a 
rousing game of rock-paper-scissors or 
any other rule or method, the Fed will 
retain the unfettered discretion to do 
that. 

The FORM Act simply requires the 
Fed to report and explain its rule and 
its deviations from the standard bench-
mark to the rest of us. 

Economic history clearly shows that, 
when the Fed employs a more predict-
able, rules-based monetary policy, 
more positive economic results will 
occur. 

Some have opined that such a provi-
sion will compromise the Fed’s mone-
tary policy independence. It does not. 
The Fed again will retain unfettered 
discretion in the exercise of monetary 
policy. 

Given that members of the Fed Board 
of Governors enjoy 14-year terms, sec-
ond only to lifetime judicial appoint-
ments, and the Fed’s budget is inde-
pendent of congressional appropria-
tions, it is almost inconceivable that 
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Congress could impose upon the Fed’s 
monetary policy independence. 

On regulatory policy, as distinct 
from monetary policy, the format com-
pels the Fed to conduct cost-benefit 
analysis for all its regulations. This is 
also known as common sense. 

Under Dodd-Frank, the Fed is di-
rected to publish upwards of 60 new 
regulations, some in conjunction with 
other agencies, but a cost-benefit anal-
ysis is not required. The Fed’s failure 
to carry out these studies results in ex-
cessive regulatory burdens on our 
small banks and businesses, which 
harms the economy. 

Furthermore, under the FORM Act, 
the Fed will be required to issue formal 
regulations after providing for notice 
and comment for Dodd-Frank stress 
test scenarios and disclose resubmitted 
stress tests. 

The Fed’s authority to use stress 
tests to direct operations of financial 
institutions it deems systemically im-
portant puts government bureaucrats 
in a position of essentially dictating 
business models and operational objec-
tives of private businesses. Yet, the 
Fed’s implementation of stress testing 
is marked by a lack of transparency 
and a total disregard for the rule of 
law. 

Given the secrecy surrounding the 
stress test, it is difficult for Congress 
and the public to assess either the ef-
fectiveness of the Fed’s regulatory 
oversight or the integrity of their find-
ings. 

Again, under Dodd-Frank, vast pow-
ers have been expanded of the Fed. The 
Fed is not using a transparent mone-
tary policy. Because of this, greater 
transparency, greater accountability is 
necessary. Otherwise, we may soon 
awake to discover that our central 
bankers have morphed into our central 
planners. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 6 min-
utes. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in strong 
opposition to H.R. 3189, a bill that 
would undermine the Federal Reserve’s 
monetary policy independence, politi-
cize its decisionmaking, curtail its 
ability to respond to a wide range of 
dynamic economic data, and weaken 
its ability to effectively carry out its 
regulatory responsibilities to promote 
the safety and soundness of our finan-
cial system. 

Mr. Chairman, H.R. 3189, the Fed 
Oversight Reform and Modernization 
Act, should more appropriately be 
called the Eliminate the Federal Re-
serve’s Ability to Support the Amer-
ican Economy and Promote Full Em-
ployment Act. 

While no Federal agency is perfect 
and should be reflectively shielded 
from reform, this bill does not reflect a 
good faith effort to strengthen the Fed-
eral Reserve or hold it accountable to 
its mission, to keep inflation low and 
stable, and to promote full employ-
ment. 

Rather, this bill is designed to put 
monetary policy on autopilot under a 
strict, rules-based approach subject to 
reviews and audits by the GAO. 

This approach seeks to discourage 
monetary policymakers from consid-
ering the wide range of ever-changing 
economic data that is relevant to effec-
tive decisionmaking and would dis-
courage the Fed from engaging in the 
types of bold and forceful actions that 
have been so critical to our economy’s 
recovery over the past 6 years. 

As the largest economy in the world 
that is increasingly interconnected to 
a vast and complex global economy, 
the notion that we should be putting 
blinders on our central bank strikes me 
as a recipe for disaster. In fact, had the 
Federal Reserve taken the approach 
called for in the underlying bill during 
and in response to the recent financial 
crisis, economic performance would 
have been substantially worse. 

As Federal Reserve Chair Janet 
Yellen put it in a letter to congres-
sional leadership earlier this week, had 
the FOMC been compelled to operate 
under a simple policy rule for the past 
6 years, the unemployment experience 
of that period would have been sub-
stantially more painful than it already 
was and inflation would have been even 
further below the FOMC’s 2 percent ob-
jective. 

But the straitjacket approach to 
monetary policy isn’t the only reason 
to oppose this bill. H.R. 3189 includes a 
host of provisions that represent the 
latest Republican effort to block finan-
cial regulators from fulfilling their re-
sponsibility to promote the safety and 
soundness of our financial system as 
part of the Dodd-Frank Act. 

In particular, this bill would impose 
unworkable cost-benefit analysis re-
quirements that are designed to slow 
new rulemaking to a screeching halt 
and ensure the few that do get issued 
are tied up in court. 

The bill also requires the Federal Re-
serve to make public and solicit com-
ments on its stress test scenarios, a 
move that, while popular with the big-
gest banks, would undermine the effec-
tiveness of the test, turning this valu-
able regulatory tool for assessing the 
health of the financial system into a 
useless exercise. 

Finally, the Rules Committee print 
adds to the end of H.R. 3189 the text of 
H.R. 2912, a bill that would establish a 
partisan commission, with twice as 
many Republicans as Democrats, to re-
view the Federal Reserve’s conduct of 
monetary policy and recommend 
changes to its mandate as well as the 
specific instruments and operational 
regime to be used in achieving it. 

The fact is, the Federal Reserve’s 
current dual mandate and operational 
monetary policy independence have 
served the economy well. Such inde-
pendence ensures that policy decisions 
are empirically driven rather than mo-
tivated by short-term political pres-
sures while its clear objectives allow 
Congress to hold it accountable. 

Operating under the current model, 
the Federal Reserve played a major 
role in ending the panic that gripped 
the financial sector in 2008 and, 
through its sustained efforts, has sup-
ported the creation of more than 13.3 
million private sector jobs and cut the 
unemployment rate in half since the 
height of the crisis, all while keeping 
inflation well below the target. 

Frankly, I think it is a terrible idea 
to put those who thought shutting 
down the government was a good idea 
and who thought fiscal austerity would 
grow the economy in a position to 
micromanage our monetary policy, 
also. 

Finally, I would be remiss if I failed 
to note that the Congressional Budget 
Office estimates that this bill will cost 
$109 million over 10 years by forcing 
the Federal Reserve to jump through 
new rulemaking and administrative 
hoops. 

To pay for this cost, the Rules Com-
mittee adopted an amendment that 
would raid $60 billion from the Federal 
Reserve’s surplus account, a buffer 
that inspires confidence in the central 
bank itself. Ironically, this is the very 
same fund that Republicans voted to 
eliminate just 2 weeks ago. 

b 1745 

For all of these reasons, I would urge 
Members to join me in opposing this 
terrible legislation that would do enor-
mous damage to our economy and the 
American people. I can’t believe this 
bill is before us. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HUIZENGA), the author of the FORM 
Act and chairman of the Monetary Pol-
icy and Trade Subcommittee of the Fi-
nancial Services Committee. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise today in support of 
H.R. 3189, a wonderful bill called the 
Fed Oversight Reform and Moderniza-
tion Act, the FORM Act. 

Mr. Chairman, Marriner Eccles, 
Chairman of the Federal Reserve under 
President Franklin Roosevelt, once 
began testimony to Congress by stat-
ing: ‘‘I am speaking for the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem, an agency of Congress.’’ 

Chairman Eccles recognized what 
many seem to have forgotten over the 
Federal Reserve’s 100-plus-year history, 
that the Fed was created by Congress; 
the Board of Governors are all ap-
pointed for terms of 14 years by the 
President and confirmed by Congress; 
and it operates per its charter and laws 
set out by, yes, Congress. Therefore, 
the Federal Reserve is actually or, 
theoretically, is supposed to be ac-
countable to Congress. 

Today, the Federal Reserve is one of 
the most powerful institutions in the 
world. It is past time to restore trans-
parency at the Fed and hold it account-
able to the American taxpayers. 
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The U.S. Federal Reserve System, or 

the Fed, as it is known, was created in 
1913 in response to a series of economic 
crises early in the 20th century. Al-
though the Fed was created as an inde-
pendent agency deriving its power from 
Congress, over the past 100 years, the 
Fed’s power has significantly expanded. 

While originally created to provide 
stability to the banking business, the 
Federal Reserve has gained unprece-
dented power, influence, and control 
over the financial system while re-
maining shrouded in mystery to the 
American people. At the same time, 
the American people have continued to 
suffer through a financial crisis, at 
least once per generation. With such a 
poor record, the Fed should not be free 
to carry on without accountability to 
the institution that created it. 

Mr. Chairman, we will not fully real-
ize robust economic growth until the 
Fed changes the conduct of its mone-
tary policy. Six years have passed since 
the recession officially ended, but the 
U.S. economic opportunity remains 
well short of its potential. 

The Fed must be accountable to the 
people’s Representatives as well as to 
the hardworking taxpayers themselves. 
We need to modernize the Federal Re-
serve, restore accountability, and bring 
it into the 21st century. That is why I 
introduced H.R. 3189, the FORM Act of 
2015. The FORM Act makes two funda-
mental changes to improve how the 
Federal Reserve conducts monetary 
policy. 

Now, I know my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle tend to kind of 
like to pass bills before they know 
what is in those bills. That is one of 
the ways that they discover what is in 
those bills. But if they actually read 
this bill, they would see that it pro-
tects the Fed’s ability to develop what 
it believes is the best course of action 
on monetary policy—the exact opposite 
of what my colleague was saying. It re-
quires them to then give the American 
people a greater accounting of its ac-
tions. 

My bill directs the Federal Reserve 
to transparently communicate its mon-
etary policy decisions to the American 
taxpayers—not what it must do, as is 
being asserted. Rather, they must sim-
ply explain what they are doing and 
why they are doing it. By requiring the 
Fed to regularly communicate how its 
policy choices compare to a benchmark 
guideline instead of continuing the ad 
hoc strategy currently being employed, 
the FORM Act will help consumers and 
investors make better decisions in both 
the present and create more sound ex-
pectations about the future. 

Even Chair Yellen once championed 
the merits of this approach, stating 
that ‘‘the framework of a Taylor-type 
rule could help the Federal Reserve 
communicate to the public the ration-
ale behind policy moves.’’ The FORM 
Act does not dictate any particular 
monetary policy course; it simply en-
sures that the Fed transparently com-
municates its monetary policy deci-

sions. I can’t agree more with Chair 
Yellen. 

Second, the FORM Act reforms the 
Federal Reserve’s emergency lending 
powers under section 13(3) of the Fed-
eral Reserve Act, closing a glaring 
loophole and preventing the likelihood 
of future bailouts, as we have seen in 
the past. During the last financial cri-
sis, the Fed used extraordinarily broad 
powers to provide trillions of dollars in 
low-cost loans to a handful of massive 
financial institutions. 

The FORM Act raises the bar from 
the current trigger, permitting the Fed 
to invoke its emergency lending powers 
only upon finding that—and this is 
from the text of the bill—‘‘unusual and 
exigent circumstances exist that pose a 
threat to the financial stability of the 
United States.’’ 

Responsibly limiting the Federal Re-
serve’s lending authority has support 
from across the ideological spectrum, 
ranging from conservatives to liberals, 
such as Senator ELIZABETH WARREN. 

The FORM Act also does the fol-
lowing: It requires the Fed to conduct 
cost-benefit analysis for all regulations 
it promulgates. Failure to conduct 
cost-benefit analysis results in exces-
sive regulatory burdens on small banks 
and businesses, which harm the econ-
omy and I believe have slowed our re-
covery. 

It also requires transparency about 
the Federal Reserve’s bank stress tests 
as well as the international financial 
regulatory negotiations conducted by 
the Federal Reserve, the Treasury De-
partment, the Office of the Comptroller 
of the Currency, the Securities and Ex-
change Commission, and the Federal 
Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Mr. Chairman, I am afraid that we 
are sliding into a much broader area of 
regulation that is not U.S. regulation 
but is actually European and world 
regulation. It requires the Federal Re-
serve to review the salaries of highly 
paid employees. It provides for at least 
two staff positions to advise each mem-
ber of the Board of Governors inde-
pendent from the Chair, and it requires 
Fed employees to abide by the same 
ethical requirements as other Federal 
financial regulators. 

That sounds like an excellent idea in 
my mind. 

It clarifies the blackout period gov-
erning when Federal Reserve governors 
and employees may publicly speak to 
Congress as well as to the public on 
certain matters, and it ends automatic 
seats at the Federal Open Market Com-
mittee table, which provides a more 
balanced representation of votes on 
Federal policy at the FOMC. 

It requires the full FOMC to decide 
policy rates on excess balances main-
tained at a Federal Reserve Bank by a 
depository institution. It removes re-
strictions placed on the Government 
Accountability Office’s ability to audit 
the Fed, and it directs the GAO to con-
duct an audit of the Fed within 12 
months of enactment and report back 
to Congress. 

Finally, the FORM Act establishes a 
bipartisan monetary commission, as 
proposed by Chairman Brady, to iden-
tify other opportunities for improve-
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, we can no longer af-
ford to have an entity with so much 
power as the Federal Reserve by oper-
ating on a whim with ad hoc policy. 
The reforms in this legislation strike 
the right balance between holding the 
Fed accountable to Congress and the 
American people while still affording it 
its independence to make monetary 
policy decisions free from political 
pressure of all stripes. 

Mr. Chairman, the Federal Reserve 
System is an agency of Congress. As 
such, it is not infallible, and its inde-
pendence should not be unlimited. 
Let’s restore proper congressional su-
pervision and provide the American 
people with transparency. I urge my 
colleagues to vote in support of H.R. 
3189, the Fed Oversight Reform and 
Modernization Act of 2015. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, despite what my col-
league on the opposite side of the aisle, 
Mr. HUIZENGA, has said about our not 
knowing what is in the bill, we know 
what is in the bill, and this Congress 
should be frightened about what you 
are attempting to do with establishing 
this simple monetary policy rule that 
is unworkable. This is dangerous. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 4 minutes to 
the gentlewoman from New York (Mrs. 
CAROLYN B. MALONEY). She is the rank-
ing member of the subcommittee on 
Capital Markets and Government 
Sponsored Enterprises of the Financial 
Services Committee. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. I thank the gentlewoman for 
yielding and for her leadership. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi-
tion to H.R. 3189. 

Mr. Chairman, I include in the 
RECORD an article from The Wall 
Street Journal written by Alan Blind-
er, a former Vice Chair of the Federal 
Reserve, a professor at Princeton, and 
the author of a book on the financial 
crisis, the response, and the work 
ahead. This is his strong article in op-
position to this bill which he feels is 
extremely disruptive, problematic, and 
just plain wrong. 
[From the Wall Street Journal, July 17, 2014] 

AN UNNECESSARY FIX FOR THE FED 
(By Alan S. Blinder) 

The House Financial Services Committee 
held a hearing on Federal Reserve reform on 
July 10. The hearing didn’t get much press 
attention. But it was remarkable. While the 
House can’t manage to engage on important 
issues like tax reform, immigration reform 
and the minimum wage, it’s more than will-
ing to propose radical ‘‘reform’’ of one of the 
few national policies that is working well. 

The bill under consideration is called the 
Federal Reserve Accountability and Trans-
parency Act. (That’s right: FRAT.) To be fair 
to an otherwise dreadful bill, accountability 
and transparency are worthy objectives, and 
FRAT does include some reasonable ideas, 
such as trimming the news blackouts before 
and after meetings of the Federal Open Mar-
ket Committee. But it also includes some 
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corkers, such as requiring public disclo-
sures—in advance—before entering into 
international negotiations, disclosures that 
could make such negotiations next to impos-
sible. How would you like to play your poker 
hand open? 

But the meat-and-potatoes of the House 
bill has little to do with either transparency 
or accountability. Instead, it seeks to in-
trude on the Fed’s ability to conduct an 
independent monetary policy, free of polit-
ical interference. 

As the title of Section 2 puts it, FRAT 
would impose ‘‘Requirements for Policy 
Rules of the Federal Open Market Com-
mittee.’’ A ‘‘rule’’ in this context means a 
precise set of instructions—often a mathe-
matical formula—that tells the Fed how to 
set monetary policy. Strictly speaking, with 
such a rule in place, you don’t need a com-
mittee to make decisions—or even a human 
being. A handheld calculator will do. 

In the debate over such rules, two have at-
tracted the most attention. More than 50 
years ago, Milton Friedman famously urged 
the Fed to keep the money supply growing at 
a constant rate—say, 4% or 5% per year— 
rather than varying money growth to influ-
ence inflation or unemployment. 

About two decades ago, Stanford econo-
mist John Taylor began plumping for a dif-
ferent sort of rule, one which forces mone-
tary policy to respond to changes in the 
economy—but mechanically, in ways that 
can be programmed into a computer. While 
hundreds of ‘‘Taylor rules’’ have been consid-
ered over the years, FRAT would inscribe 
Mr. Taylor’s original 1993 version into law as 
the ‘‘Reference Policy Rule.’’ The law would 
require the Fed to pick a rule, and if their 
choice differed substantially from the Ref-
erence Policy Rule, it would have to explain 
why. All this would be subject to audit by 
the Government Accountability Office 
(GAO), with prompt reporting to Congress. 

In a town like Washington, the message to 
the Fed would be clear: Depart from the 
original Taylor rule at your peril. Federal 
Reserve Chair Janet Yellen understands this 
and, as she made clear in her semiannual tes-
timony to the House Financial Services 
Committee on Wednesday, opposes the bill. 

So what is this rule that FRAT would turn 
into holy writ? It’s a simple equation, which 
starts by establishing a baseline federal- 
funds rate that is two percentage points 
higher than inflation; that’s about 3.5% now. 
It then adds to that baseline one-half of the 
amount by which inflation exceeds its 2% 
target (that ‘‘excess’’ is now roughly minus 
0.5%). Next, it adds one-half the percentage 
amount by which gross domestic product ex-
ceeds an estimate of potential GDP (that gap 
is controversial but is perhaps minus 4% 
today). Thus Taylor’s mechanical rule wants 
the current fed-funds rate to be about 3.5 ¥ 

0.25 ¥ 2.0 = 1.25%—which is vastly higher 
than the actual near-zero rate. 

Fed staff could no doubt concoct an alter-
native rule that instructed the FOMC to set 
the fed-funds rate close to zero today, and 
the committee could pretend it was using 
that rule. That’s transparency? 

But there is a deeper problem. The Fed has 
not used the fed-funds rate as its principal 
monetary policy instrument since it hit (al-
most) zero in December 2008. Instead, its two 
main policy instruments have been ‘‘quan-
titative easing,’’ which is now ending, and 
‘‘forward guidance,’’ which means guiding 
markets by using words to describe future 
policy intentions. If words are the Fed’s 
main policy instrument, how is the FOMC 
supposed to set them according to a rule? 
And how can the GAO determine whether 
that rule resembles the ‘‘Reference Policy 
Rule’’? 

The Taylor rule probably would give the 
Fed sensible instructions in normal times. 

But what about when the world is far from 
normal? The Fed claimed to be using Fried-
man’s money growth rule during the tumul-
tuous disinflation of 1979–82—with miserable 
results. Luckily for all of us, the Taylor rule 
wasn’t tried during the 2008–09 financial cri-
sis. That could have been disastrous, effec-
tively tying the Fed’s hands just when ex-
traordinary monetary stimulus was most 
needed. Should we now bet the ranch that 
the world will remain placid forever? 

Conservatives distrust concentrated gov-
ernment power—an idea embraced by our 
Constitution. They worry that human 
beings, who are fallible and maybe not even 
trustworthy, will make poor policy choices. 
Yes, to err is human. But humans can often 
recognize extraordinary events and try to 
adapt. Mechanical rules can’t. 

There is another conservative principle in 
which I’ve always believed: If it ain’t broke, 
don’t fix it. Monetary policy is one of the few 
things in today’s Washington that ‘‘ain’t 
broke.’’ The mischievous FRAT wouldn’t fix 
it. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Chairman, this bill would 
significantly undermine the Federal 
Reserve’s independence by requiring 
the Fed to adopt a rules-based ap-
proach to monetary policy. While it is 
true that this bill doesn’t force, by law, 
the Fed to follow a particular formula 
for interest rates, it does attempt to 
bully the Fed into following the Repub-
licans’ preferred monetary policy by 
hauling the Fed Chair up to testify in 
front of Congress every time the Fed 
deviates from the monetary policy rule 
dictated by this statute. This would 
have a significant chilling and killing 
effect on the Fed’s deliberations over 
interest rates and inappropriately 
interferes with the Federal Reserve’s 
independence. 

Let’s also remember that the Taylor 
rule, which this bill would codify, 
would have performed disastrously in 
the financial crisis that we are still 
suffering from. Federal Reserve Chair 
Yellen testified that, during the crisis, 
the Taylor rule ‘‘would have performed 
just miserably’’ and would have led to 
a ‘‘dreadful’’ economic recovery. 

But this is not the only troubling 
provision in this bill. Section 4 of the 
bill also needlessly overhauls the mem-
bership of the Federal Open Market 
Committee, or FOMC. The current 
makeup of the FOMC, which is respon-
sible for setting monetary policy, has 
served this country well for the past 
100 years. So if it isn’t broken, don’t 
try to fix it, and in this case, don’t 
make it worse. 

The New York Fed is responsible for 
implementing monetary policy; and 
this special role gives the New York 
Fed a unique understanding of mone-
tary policy, of how markets will react 
to changes, and what actions are both 
feasible and effective. 

I think that it is important to re-
member why the regional Fed presi-
dent, with responsibility for imple-
menting monetary policy, serves as the 
Vice Chairman of the FOMC. 

Mr. Chairman, monetary policy does 
not end when the FOMC announces a 
target interest rate. Short-term inter-
est rates do not magically move to the 

FOMC’s desired level. It is not that 
easy. Someone has to implement mone-
tary policy by pushing short-term in-
terest rates toward the official target 
rate, and that someone is the New 
York Fed. 

As Richmond Fed President Jeff 
Lacker said just last week, raising in-
terest rates is ‘‘pretty clear. You just 
write the statement and you must send 
it to’’ the New York Fed in New York. 
The New York Fed does this primarily 
by buying and selling Treasury securi-
ties in the markets, which influences 
the supply of money in the system. Be-
cause the interest rate is a function of 
the supply and demand for money, the 
New York Fed controls short-term in-
terest rates by influencing the supply 
of money in the system. This is an in-
credibly important job. 

The CHAIR. The time of the gentle-
woman has expired. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentlewoman 
an additional 30 seconds. 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. The Fed’s ability to control 
short-term interest rates is what al-
lows the Fed to set monetary policy. If 
the markets didn’t believe that the Fed 
had the ability to control short-term 
interest rates, then the FOMC’s state-
ment about raising or lowering interest 
rates would be viewed as merely wish-
ful thinking rather than an actual 
monetary policy. 

Mr. Chairman, this is why the New 
York Fed president serves as the Vice 
Chair of the FOMC, and I see no reason 
why this should change. So it is un-
clear what this problem is trying to 
fix, and I urge my colleagues to vote 
against this bill. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 21⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey (Mr. GARRETT), the 
chairman of our Capital Markets and 
Government Sponsored Enterprises 
Subcommittee. 

Mr. GARRETT. I thank the chairman 
and I thank the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. HUIZENGA) for all of their hard 
work to bring greater transparency to 
one of the most secretive agencies in 
the government, the Federal Reserve. 

Mr. Chairman, earlier this year, Fed 
Chair Janet Yellen said: ‘‘The Federal 
Reserve is already one of the most 
transparent central banks around the 
globe.’’ 

Really? If that were the case, why is 
it we have seen the following headlines 
in the last few years: March of last 
year, Forbes, ‘‘Fed on Target to Raise 
Interest Rates in Spring of 2015’’; then 
in October, ‘‘Two Fed Officials Say In-
terest Rates to Rise in Mid-2015’’; then 
in The Wall Street Journal just last 
month, ‘‘Fed Doubts Grow on 2015 Rate 
Hike’’; and then just 2 weeks later in 
The Wall Street Journal, ‘‘Fed Keeps 
December Rate Hike in Play.’’ 

So which is it? Mr. Chairman, a sim-
ple Google search on the subject pulls 
up a range of headlines on this topic all 
pointing to one fact: There is a great 
deal of confusion and uncertainty as to 
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how the Federal Reserve actually con-
ducts its own monetary policy. 

So the bottom line is the Fed needs 
to follow a rule when conducting mone-
tary policy, and this bill, H.R. 3189, 
gives the Fed that flexibility to de-
velop and implement its own rule as it 
sees fit and then simply to report to 
Congress and the public, should it find 
the need to deviate from it. 

b 1800 

And this will then do what? It will 
give us greater economic certainty and 
moves us away from what we have 
seen, a Fed guessing game that we have 
all become too used to. 

More troubling than all this, more 
troubling than the monetary policy, 
however, is the lack of transparency 
and accountability and openness sur-
rounding their regulatory function. De-
spite the Fed’s failure to prevent the 
crisis in 2008, despite their failure to 
even see it coming, the Dodd-Frank 
Act bestowed upon the Fed tremendous 
new regulatory authority, authority 
that it is now using to try and regulate 
huge swaths of the financial system, 
and what they are really trying to do is 
to stamp out all risk taking, if you 
will, in our capital markets. 

The Fed fails to conduct any cost- 
benefit analysis of the rulemaking in 
that, and it has conspired, if you will, 
with various secretive international 
bodies, like the FSB, the Financial 
Stability Board, in so doing to try to 
rewrite the rules, if you will, to the 
detriment of who? Well, the American 
capital markets. 

So before us today is the FORM Act, 
which would do what? It would shine 
the light of day, if you will, on the 
Fed’s regulatory operations, so that all 
of us, the American public, can see ac-
tually what the powers are up to. So 
now more than ever we need trans-
parency and accountability in the Fed-
eral Reserve. 

I thank the chairman, and I thank 
the sponsor of the bill for moving the 
underlying bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms. 
MOORE), the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Monetary Policy and 
Trade on the Financial Services Com-
mittee. 

Ms. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, as the 
ranking member of the Monetary Pol-
icy and Trade Subcommittee, I rise in 
strong opposition to H.R. 3189. 

Sometimes you can disagree on a 
bill, and it doesn’t really make much 
difference. But this bill is extremely 
dangerous for many reasons. I want to 
focus on just two provisions—my time 
is limited—that would be absolutely 
disastrous for the U.S. economy: 

One is the political audits of the Fed-
eral Reserve. 

And, second, the computer model 
monetary policy, so-called Taylor rule. 

Now, people think, well, what is 
wrong with auditing the Fed? The Fed 
is already audited, including an exter-

nal audit, which all Americans can re-
view online. This bill creates a mecha-
nism for political audits of the Fed. In-
jecting politics into monetary policy 
and undermining the independence of 
the Central Bank would be an absolute 
disaster. 

I am thinking just recently of the 
transportation bill that we passed out 
of here—and I voted for it, hoping that 
it can be fixed in conference—where 
the Fed is required to provide $60 bil-
lion—that is billion with a B, Mr. 
Chairman—and then is not being al-
lowed to replenish its money supply. 
This is more than just tinkering in our 
economy. 

There is overwhelming evidence and 
academic research that demonstrated 
an independent central bank anywhere 
in the world making economic deci-
sions and not political decisions deliv-
ers lower inflation, higher employ-
ment, and better economic results. 

Currently, the U.S. enjoys low bor-
rowing costs, and our debt is consid-
ered the gold standard. The U.S. dollar 
is literally the reserve currency of 
countries around the world. 

If adopted, this bill would potentially 
undermine the exalted status of U.S. 
debt. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. HARDY). The 
time of the gentlewoman has expired. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I yield the gentlewoman from Wis-
consin an additional 1 minute. 

Ms. MOORE. Does anyone in America 
think that Congress is going to be 
more confident at conducting mone-
tary policy than an independent cen-
tral bank? 

Let me remind you, under the stew-
ardship of the Republican leadership of 
this House, we have seen government 
shutdowns, U.S. debt default threats, 
and fiscal austerity measures that 
hamper the economic recovery. 

As to this Taylor rule, I doubt that 
anybody over there can explain the 
Taylor rule to you. But I tell you, had 
we had the Taylor rule in place in the 
1980s when Volcker was here, he would 
not have been able to stop the rampant 
inflation that we experienced. The as-
sumptions that it is based on have not 
accounted for Volcker’s inflation fight-
ing or Bernanke’s aggressive recovery 
status. They couldn’t have done it 
under this Taylor rule. 

And, furthermore, banks, Wall 
Street, all the investors, would set 
their models to the Fed commuter 
model, and then it would set up all 
kinds of economic disruptions if the 
Fed would ever deviate from the model. 
It would take the discretion away from 
the Fed. 

I strongly oppose the bill, and I urge 
my colleagues to reject this dangerous 
legislation. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself 10 seconds to, once again, 
encourage my colleagues to actually 
read the bill. 

The Taylor rule is not mandated for 
the Federal Reserve. But had the Fed-
eral Reserve followed the Taylor rule 

in the first place, we would not have 
had a financial crisis because the real 
estate bubble would not have been in-
flated by the Fed keeping money too 
loose, too long. 

I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin (Mr. DUFFY), the chair-
man of our Oversight and Investiga-
tions Subcommittee. 

Mr. DUFFY. Mr. Chairman, I appre-
ciate the chairman yielding. 

I want to thank Chairman HUIZENGA 
for his good work on the FORM Act. I 
think this is a commonsense set of re-
forms that make the Federal Reserve 
more accountable to the American peo-
ple, which means they are more ac-
countable to the United States Con-
gress. 

I would ask my colleagues across the 
aisle and my good friend from Wis-
consin (Ms. MOORE), who says that the 
FORM Act is one that would provide 
for the Congress to set monetary pol-
icy, where in the FORM Act does it say 
that? Just because we ask for over-
sight, just because we want to have the 
Federal Reserve accountable to the 
Congress and to the American people, 
doesn’t mean that Congress is taking 
the role of setting monetary policy. 
Again, that is just setting up a straw 
man and trying to knock it down in 
the argument. 

This is important stuff. There is a 
distinct difference between the two 
sides of the aisle. We do think there 
should be accountability and trans-
parency. But my friends across the 
aisle will continue to advocate for very 
powerful government institutions em-
powering bureaucrats that are not 
elected and that are not accountable to 
the American people to make decisions 
that have huge impacts on the Amer-
ican people. 

What we say on our side of the aisle 
is, in our form of government, the peo-
ple have a right to have a say in their 
government, which means you need to 
empower the Congress and the Senate 
to have oversight over these very pow-
erful organizations. 

That is the great debate that we are 
having here. We want oversight and 
transparency. We don’t want to set 
monetary policy. 

I chair the Committee on Oversight, 
and we have asked the Federal Reserve 
for documents that we are entitled to 
in regard to an FOMC leak. The Fed-
eral Reserve has basically said: 

Yes, you are entitled to these docu-
ments. But, guess what, we are not 
going to give them to you. 

What is the reason, Madam Chair? 
I don’t have a really good reason. 

Some people asked me not to give 
them to you. I know you are entitled, 
but I am not going to send them over 
to you. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin 30 seconds. 

Mr. DUFFY. We had to go to extreme 
measures to get the Federal Reserve to 
comply with our subpoenas to provide 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:46 Nov 19, 2015 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00045 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K18NO7.075 H18NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8328 November 18, 2015 
us the documents that this institution 
is entitled to. That shows how arrogant 
this institution—the Fed—really is. 

A rules-based approach makes sense. 
An audit of the Fed taking a look back 
that is not political, but a retrospec-
tive look at the Fed’s monetary policy, 
makes absolute sense. 

And to think that we are going to 
talk about the blackout period at the 
Fed that, yes, you can have a blackout 
for monetary policy, but you can’t use 
that blackout when we are talking 
about the supervisory and prudential 
functions of the Federal Reserve. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

I cringe at the thought that the docu-
ments from the FOMC meeting of 2012 
would be released to the Members of 
Congress. They would cause some vola-
tility in the markets and shake up this 
country and cause such harm that ev-
erybody ought to be alarmed at the 
thought. 

I yield 3 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois (Mr. FOSTER), a member 
of the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the ranking member for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise today in opposi-
tion to the legislation designed to chip 
away at the independence of the Fed-
eral Reserve. The Federal Reserve’s ob-
jectives of maximum employment and 
stable prices have and will remain 
moving targets. The legislation at-
tacks the independent judgment of the 
Fed in a number of ways by intrusive 
and dangerous meddling in the guise of 
Congressional oversight. 

This legislation also suggests that 
this complex task could somehow be 
reduced to a function of two variables. 
Now, I am a physicist and, as Albert 
Einstein said: ‘‘Everything should be 
made as simple as possible but not sim-
pler.’’ In reality, economics is a field of 
study that is constrained by numbers, 
but within those constraints, there lie 
large psychological variables and many 
external, often international, and often 
random variables. 

It is obvious that any two-variable 
rule is far too simple to guide the mon-
etary policy of a $17 trillion national 
economy interconnected with the 
economies in every part of the world. 

It is also clear from the incoherent 
and counterfactual tirades that we lis-
ten to in our committee after the Re-
publican financial collapse of 2007, that 
we want to keep politics as far away as 
possible from Federal Reserve mone-
tary policy. 

The truth is that Federal monetary 
policy is already guided, but not deter-
mined, by a number of complex, macro-
economic models. It is very far from ad 
hoc. In fact, at the heart of many of 
these models lies a variance of what is 
called the Cobb-Douglas production 
function. And the Douglas in that 
name is Senator Paul Douglas, an 
economist from the University of Chi-
cago before he became a Senator and 

the author of some of the most influen-
tial papers in economics. My mother 
worked for Senator Paul Douglas when 
he was a Senator back in the 1950s, and 
when I see the level to which economic 
debate has fallen in this country from 
Senator Paul Douglas to what we see 
today, it breaks my heart. 

Now, I agree that our markets and 
economies have changed since the Fed-
eral Reserve was formed. And the sys-
tem deserves study, but this bill is not 
about studying the Federal Reserve. It 
is about subjecting it to the politics 
and the backseat driving that it often 
needs to overcome to meet its dual 
mandate. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill chips away at 
the independence of the Federal Re-
serve, and I urge my colleagues to join 
me in opposing it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. ROTHFUS). 

Mr. ROTHFUS. Mr. Chairman, over 
the last 6 years, Americans have 
watched as the Federal Reserve has 
embarked on an interventionist mone-
tary policy to an unprecedented degree. 

The Fed’s quantitative easing 
marked a dramatic departure from tra-
ditional monetary policy in the United 
States, and it resulted in a massive ex-
pansion of the Fed’s balance sheet to 
some $4.5 trillion. To put this number 
in perspective, that is almost five 
times the size of the Fed’s balance 
sheet before the financial crisis when it 
stood at $800 billion. It also represents 
one-quarter of the total size of the U.S. 
economy. 

Unfortunately, despite this enormous 
expansion and influence over the econ-
omy, the Fed has persistently failed to 
implement measures to increase trans-
parency as to its decisionmaking. 

Americans continue to face a slug-
gish economy that has fallen far short 
of its potential, and they want to know 
the reasoning behind the Fed’s actions 
or lack thereof. This is particularly 
important for those who have saved 
money for their retirement, especially 
grandparents on fixed incomes, who are 
being directly harmed by the Fed’s de-
cision to keep rates at near zero. They 
want transparency and answers from 
their government. 

I suggest also our citizens should un-
derstand why the Federal Reserve 
would take an unprecedented action to 
explode its balance sheet by more than 
400 percent over 5 years. No one—no 
one—knows how this experiment will 
end up turning out. 

The legislation that we are consid-
ering today would implement impor-
tant reforms to address these issues. 
To start, by requiring the Fed to ex-
plain the differences between its mone-
tary policy decisions and a rigorously 
studied reference rule, the legislation 
would go far to improve the American 
public’s understanding of monetary 
policy and how it impacts their lives. 

Similarly, by requiring a cost-benefit 
analysis for any regulation that the 
Fed chooses to promulgate, it will en-

sure that all relevant costs are prop-
erly taken into account and that the 
Fed considers the full consequences of 
its actions in an open and understand-
able fashion. 

To be clear, these reforms are about 
increasing transparency and improving 
how the Fed communicates its policy 
decisions to the American public. Con-
trary to what some claim, the legisla-
tion does not—does not—mandate any 
particular policy decisions, nor does it 
impact or threaten the Fed’s independ-
ence in setting monetary policy. In 
fact, few have made a better case for 
these sorts of reforms than Chair 
Yellen herself, who stated: ‘‘Trans-
parency concerning Federal Reserve’s 
conduct of monetary policy is desirable 
because better public understanding 
enhances the effectiveness of policy.’’ 

Mr. Chairman, transparency and 
openness serve to strengthen a demo-
cratic republic like ours. That is what 
this legislation is all about. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

b 1815 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I inquire as to whether 
or not the chairman has more speak-
ers. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, we 
have at least three to four more speak-
ers. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 11⁄2 minutes to the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. MESSER). 

Mr. MESSER. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
today in support of H.R. 3189, the Fed 
Oversight Reform and Modernization 
Act. 

We all recognize the importance of 
the Federal Reserve’s independence 
when making monetary policy deci-
sions. However, the American people 
rightly expect the Federal Reserve to 
be held accountable, too. They deserve 
to know exactly what the Federal Re-
serve does and to know that its rule-
making process is transparent and sub-
jected to appropriate congressional 
oversight. 

As a Member who represents 19 rural 
and suburban Indiana counties, I know 
middle America is still struggling to 
get back on its feet after the 2008 finan-
cial crisis. Hardworking Hoosiers know 
they didn’t cause the financial col-
lapse, but they are frustrated because 
the folks who did cause the crisis—bad 
actors in private industry and ineffec-
tive Federal banking regulators— 
haven’t been held accountable at all. 

The status quo is unacceptable. The 
Fed should be accountable and trans-
parent in its decisionmaking, and H.R. 
3189 is an important step towards that 
goal. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 
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Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 3 minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota (Mr. EMMER). 

Mr. EMMER of Minnesota. Mr. Chair-
man, I rise today in support of the 
much-needed Fed Oversight Reform 
and Modernization Act. 

Minnesotans, like Robert from Beck-
er and Kevin from Elk River, are cor-
rect in that the Fed is an ineffective 
and isolated government bureaucracy 
that is out of touch with the common 
man and the long-term needs of the 
American people. 

Yes, quantitative easing may have 
been a boon for a few. However, three 
rounds of this reckless tactic have in-
flated the Fed’s balance sheet to more 
than $4.5 trillion, threatening the eco-
nomic stability of our Nation and the 
American Dream for many. 

Equally problematic is the secrecy 
surrounding the Fed’s discount window 
operations, open market operations, 
and agreements with foreign govern-
ments, which prevent market actors 
from knowing the information they 
need in order to prudently invest in the 
future. 

In the past, Congressman Ron Paul 
led the charge against the Fed with his 
Audit the Fed bill. Today we are build-
ing upon his legacy legislation. I would 
like to thank my colleague, Congress-
man HUIZENGA, for introducing the Fed 
Oversight Reform and Modernization 
Act. 

Not only does this new legislation in-
clude Audit the Fed, but it also re-
quires the Fed establish a monetary 
policy rule that will enable us to have 
a better idea of where the Fed is likely 
to move monetary policy. Additionally, 
the bill limits taxpayers’ exposure to 
bailouts by responsibly tightening the 
Fed’s emergency lending authority. 

Furthermore, this bill requires the 
Fed, before implementing any rule, to 
conduct a cost-benefit analysis. This 
will give the American people a true 
sense of the economic impact any Fed 
proposal will have. It would also man-
date the Fed, Federal Deposit Insur-
ance Corporation, and Treasury to dis-
close any positions they plan to take 
at international regulatory negotia-
tions, enabling the American people 
and Congress to weigh in on inter-
national regulations that often ad-
versely impact American business. 

Finally, this legislation would clarify 
the Federal Open Market Committee 
blackout period, mandate the Fed to 
disclose employees’ salaries, require 
the Chair of the Fed to participate in 
congressional hearings quarterly, and 
give more power to local district Fed 
Bank presidents over open market op-
erations. 

I understand that many of my col-
leagues on the other side of the aisle 
may be skeptical about reforming the 
Fed. However, it is important to re-
member that this legislation only en-
hances oversight, communication, and 
transparency. This legislation will in 
no way take away the Federal Re-
serve’s control of monetary policy, but 

it will provide us the tools to ensure 
that sound policies are enacted. 

Mr. Chairman, again I thank Mr. 
HUIZENGA and Chairman HENSARLING 
for their work on this bill. I encourage 
my colleagues to vote in favor of the 
Fed Oversight Reform and Moderniza-
tion Act. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 
may I inquire as to how much time is 
remaining on both sides? 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas has 41⁄2 minutes remaining. 
The gentlewoman from California has 
13 minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. HUIZENGA), the author of 
the FORM Act. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I am taking this second op-
portunity to rise because I think we 
have heard a lot of misinformation out 
there, and there is a lot of fog that has 
been getting thrown up into the air. 

This is about transparency. This is 
about accountability. This is not about 
Congress’ coming in and dictating to 
the Fed how to do business. They, the 
Fed, will set a benchmark that they 
will then be measured against. It is not 
we. It is not Congress saying what they 
will or will not do. It is they, them-
selves. That seems pretty reasonable. 

It also seems very reasonable to me 
that, if we are ever finding ourselves in 
a position in which there are these 
massive bank bailouts that some would 
claim need to be done again, we would 
have a belt and suspenders way to ap-
proach it in that we would say not just 
two or three or four people are going to 
decide whether that is going to happen, 
but that we would actually get the re-
gional Fed Bank Governors involved in 
that as well. We would say that 9 of the 
12 of them have to agree with the deci-
sions that are being made. 

We make sure that there is a redun-
dancy, that we are not just rushing and 
plunging headlong. Ultimately, the 
goal is to make sure that we never 
have that situation happen again so 
that we never find ourselves in that 
situation of having to even have the 
discussion about whether we would 
have massive bank bailouts, which is 
what happened in 2009 under this ad-
ministration. 

Again, I appreciate the effort that 
has been put into this. There are a lot 
of small details to it, but there are a 
lot of broad themes to it. At the end of 
the day, we know that this is the best 
thing not only for Congress, not only 
for the Fed, but, ultimately, for the 
American people as they are demand-
ing us to hold an organization account-
able that we in Congress created not in 
an unreasonable fashion, but in a way 
that is balanced, transparent, and that 
ultimately helps the stability of the 
U.S. economy. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself the bal-
ance of my time. 

I am going to take the unusual step 
of reading a letter from Janet Yellen, 
the Chair of the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve Bank. I take this 
unusual step because the letter is so 
well written and explains in such a pro-
found way why the bill that is before 
us is dangerous and problematic. 

‘‘Dear Mr. Speaker and Madam Lead-
er: I am writing regarding the House of 
Representatives’ consideration of H.R. 
3189, the Fed Oversight Reform and 
Modernization Act’’—known as the 
FORM Act—‘‘The FORM Act would se-
verely impair the Federal Reserve’s 
ability to carry out its congressional 
mandate to foster maximum employ-
ment and stable prices and would un-
dermine our ability to implement poli-
cies that are in the best interest of 
American businesses and consumers. 
This legislation would severely damage 
the U.S. economy were it to become 
law. 

‘‘There are a number of harmful pro-
visions in the FORM Act, but the pro-
visions concerning the conduct of mon-
etary policy are especially troubling. 
Section 2 of the bill would require the 
Federal Reserve to establish a mathe-
matical formula or ‘directive policy 
rule’ that would dictate how the Fed-
eral Open Market Committee adjusts 
the stance of monetary policy at every 
FOMC meeting. The Government Ac-
countability Office (GAO) would be re-
sponsible for determining whether the 
rule adopted by the FOMC met all the 
criteria in the legislation. Any time 
the FOMC was judged not to be in com-
pliance with the GAO-approved rule, 
the GAO would be required to conduct 
a full review of monetary policy and 
submit a report to the Congress. More-
over, the GAO would also be required 
to conduct a full review of monetary 
policy and report to the Congress any 
time the FOMC changed its policy rule. 

‘‘These provisions are significantly 
flawed for a number of reasons. Most 
importantly, the provisions effectively 
cast aside the bipartisan approach to-
ward monetary policy oversight devel-
oped by the Congress in the late 1970s. 
Under that approach, the Congress es-
tablishes the long-run objectives for 
monetary policy but affords the Fed-
eral Reserve a considerable degree of 
independence in how it goes about 
achieving those statutory goals, thus 
ensuring that the conduct of monetary 
policy is insulated from political influ-
ence. This framework is now recog-
nized as a fundamental principle of 
central banking around the world. The 
provisions of the FORM Act, in con-
trast, would effectively put the Con-
gress and the GAO squarely in the role 
of reviewing short-run monetary policy 
decisions and in a position to, in real 
time, influence the monetary policy 
deliberations leading to those deci-
sions. 

‘‘Conducting monetary policy by 
strictly adhering to the prescriptions 
of a simple rule would lead to poor eco-
nomic outcomes. There is no consensus 
among economists or policymakers 
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about a simple policy rule that is best 
suited to cover a wide range of sce-
narios. For example, even during the 
period known as the Great Moderation, 
in the 1980s and 1990s, when a simple 
rule might have been expected to work 
well, the actual level of the Federal 
funds rate often diverged substantially 
from the level prescribed by the ref-
erence rule included in the FORM Act. 
Indeed, for much of this period, mone-
tary policy was actually tighter than 
what would have been the case under 
that rule. 

‘‘Even more tellingly, no simple pol-
icy rule has yet been devised that 
would adequately address the effective 
lower bound on the policy rate—a con-
straint that has been binding in the 
United States since late 2008. Had the 
FOMC been compelled to operate under 
a simple policy rule for the past six and 
a half years, the unemployment experi-
ence of that period would have been 
substantially more painful than it al-
ready was, and inflation would be even 
further below the FOMC’s 2 percent ob-
jective. Indeed, a recent study by the 
Federal Reserve economists suggests 
that the current unemployment rate 
would still be above 6 percent and in-
flation would now be running some-
what below zero, if the FOMC had not 
taken the actions it did but rather had 
followed the reference rule and made it 
clear that it would do so in the future. 
In other words, millions of Americans 
would have suffered unnecessary spells 
of joblessness over this period, gener-
ating enormous amounts of personal 
and collective damage that could have 
been avoided—and, in fact, was avoided 
because we had the latitude to use our 
available tools responsibly and force-
fully. 

‘‘In addition to allowing the GAO to 
conduct a review specifically related to 
the ‘directive policy rule,’ Section 13 of 
the FORM Act also allows GAO to 
more broadly review and analyze the 
monetary policy decisions of the Fed-
eral Reserve at any time. This provi-
sion would politicize monetary policy 
and bring short-term political pres-
sures into the deliberations of the 
FOMC by putting into place real-time 
second guessing of policy decisions. 
Such action would undermine the inde-
pendence of the Federal Reserve and 
likely lead to an increase in inflation 
fears and market interest rates, a di-
minished status of the dollar in global 
financial markets, and reduced eco-
nomic and financial stability. 

‘‘The provision is based on a false 
premise—that the Federal Reserve is 
not subject to an audit. To the con-
trary, under existing law, the financial 
statements of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem are audited annually by an inde-
pendent accounting firm under the su-
pervision of the Inspector General for 
the Board. 

b 1830 

‘‘These audited financial statements 
are made publicly available and pro-
vided to Congress annually. The GAO 

may also conduct an audit of the 
Board’s financial statements and of 
transactions that the Federal Reserve 
conducts in the course of its lending 
and other activities. In addition, each 
week, the Federal Reserve publishes its 
balance sheet and charts of recent bal-
ance sheet trends as well as every secu-
rity the Federal Reserve holds along 
with each security’s CUSIP number. 
Moreover, as specified in the Dodd- 
Frank Wall Street Reform and Con-
sumer Protection Act, the Federal Re-
serve now releases detailed transaction 
level information for all open market 
operations and discount window with a 
2-year lag. 

‘‘I am concerned about other provi-
sions in the FORM Act as well, includ-
ing the debilitating restrictions on the 
Federal Reserve’s emergency lending 
authorities. In the face of a future cri-
sis—where collapse of the financial sys-
tem is on the scale of the Great Depres-
sion or the recent financial crisis—I be-
lieve it is essential that the Federal 
Reserve have the emergency lending 
powers necessary in those cir-
cumstances to support the flow of cred-
it to households and businesses and 
mitigate harm to the U.S. economy. 
The FORM Act would essentially re-
peal the Federal Reserve’s remaining 
ability to act in a crisis. I am also 
deeply troubled by provisions related 
to the Federal Reserve’s supervisory 
responsibilities, particularly those that 
would undermine the strength and ef-
fectiveness our stress tests and impede 
our ability to advocate internationally 
for standards that are in the best inter-
est of U.S. businesses and consumers. 

‘‘Throughout my career and cer-
tainly during my many years working 
with the Federal Reserve System, I 
have been an advocate for greater 
openness and transparency. As Chair, I 
remain committed to these important 
issues. Accountability and trans-
parency of public institutions are crit-
ical in a democratic society. Unfortu-
nately, the FORM Act attempts to in-
crease transparency and accountability 
through misguided provisions that 
would expose the Federal Reserve to 
short-term political pressures. For 
these reasons, I urge the House not to 
adopt the FORM Act. The bill would 
severely impair the Federal Reserve’s 
ability to carry out its congressional 
mandate and would be a grave mistake, 
detrimental to the economy and the 
American people.’’ 

I don’t think it could be better stat-
ed. I think the letter that I just read 
from Janet Yellen tells it all. It simply 
warns us about the danger of this bill. 
It not only warns us. It does it in such 
a way that everybody can understand 
it and would not want to put this econ-
omy and this country at such a risky 
position. I am hopeful that the Mem-
bers will hear this. We will make cop-
ies available to everyone. Vote against 
this bill. 

Furthermore, there is a Statement of 
Administration Policy from the Execu-
tive Office of the President, Office of 
Management and Budget: 

‘‘H.R. 3189 would establish require-
ments for policy rules, codify blackout 
periods of the Federal Open Market 
Committee, establish a cost-benefit re-
quirement for other rulemakings by 
the Federal Reserve Board, and estab-
lish numerous, burdensome reporting 
requirements for the Federal Reserve 
Board and its members. The Adminis-
tration therefore strongly opposes H.R. 
3189. 

‘‘The Federal Reserve is an inde-
pendent entity designed to be free from 
political pressures, and its independ-
ence is key to its credibility and its 
ability to act in the long-term interest 
of the Nation’s economic health. One of 
the most problematic provisions in the 
bill would require the Comptroller 
General to audit the conduct of mone-
tary policy by the Federal Reserve 
Board and the Federal Open Market 
Committee. The operations of the Fed-
eral Reserve are already subject to nu-
merous audit requirements that ensure 
it is accountable to the Congress and 
the American people. The only aspect 
of the Federal Reserve’s operations not 
subject to audit is its monetary policy 
decisionmaking, and for good reason. 
Subjecting the Federal Reserve’s exer-
cise of monetary policy authority to 
audits based on political whims of 
Members of the Congress—of either 
party—threatens one of the central pil-
lars of the Nation’s financial system 
and economy, and would almost cer-
tainly have negative impacts on the 
Federal Reserve’s work to promote 
price stability and full employment. 

‘‘H.R. 3189 also would impose numer-
ous, burdensome requirements for the 
Federal Reserve Board rulemaking au-
thorities, including the imposition of a 
duplicative requirement that the Fed-
eral Reserve Board undertake a pro-
scriptive cost-benefit analysis and a 
post-adoption impact assessment when 
promulgating rules. When a Federal 
agency, including an independent agen-
cy such as the Federal Reserve, pro-
mulgates a regulation, the agency 
must adhere to the robust substantive 
and procedural requirements of Federal 
law, including the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act, the Regulatory Flexibility 
Act, the Paperwork Reduction Act, and 
the Congressional Review Act, among 
other statutes. Additionally, Executive 
Order 13579 encourages independent 
regulatory agencies to conduct rea-
soned cost-benefit analysis, engage in 
public participation to the extent fea-
sible, and conduct a systematic retro-
spective review of regulations.’’ 

I can’t read it all, but if the Presi-
dent was presented with H.R. 3189, his 
senior advisers would recommend that 
he veto this bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 

the ranking member for the last 13 
minutes has let us know that the 
President and his bureaucratic ap-
pointees don’t want any more trans-
parency and accountability. I don’t 
particularly find a news flash in that. 
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I have the greatest amount of respect 

for Chair Yellen. I both like and re-
spect her. I have never encountered a 
bureaucrat who didn’t want more 
money, more power, less transparency, 
and less accountability. She is no dif-
ferent. The Dodd-Frank Act has vastly 
expanded the powers of the Federal Re-
serve. 

Mr. Chairman, for all intents and 
purposes, they have the ability to actu-
ally come in and de facto manage any 
large financial institution in America. 
The government has that power. It is a 
frightening power that has been given 
by Dodd-Frank, and transparency and 
accountability is demanded. 

In addition, we have a Federal Re-
serve taking monetary policy and tools 
to a place it has never been before. At 
a bare minimum, it owes the people’s 
elected Representatives, the Congress, 
some transparency on why it is doing 
what it is doing. 

I would, yet again, encourage all 
Members to actually read the bill be-
fore they claim to know what is in the 
bill. The Federal Reserve maintains its 
monetary policy independence, as it 
should. But it must explain to the rest 
of us what that is and why they choose 
to deviate from it if they believe eco-
nomic circumstances warrant. Again, if 
they want to base monetary policy on 
the Taylor rule, so be it. If they want 
to base it on a rousing game of rock, 
paper, and scissors, so be it. The Amer-
ican people demand answers because 
this economy is still underperforming. 
It is not working for working people. 
This has to change. 

We have had the largest economic 
monetary policy stimulus in our Na-
tion’s history, but yet it does not work 
for working people, and the poor con-
tinue to follow behind. 

All this bill by the gentleman of 
Michigan does is bring about needed 
transparency and accountability to the 
most powerful economic agency in gov-
ernment today. It is demanded by the 
vast increases in power by the Dodd- 
Frank Act. The American people de-
serve answers. We should enact it. 

I encourage all Members to vote for 
H.R. 3189, the FORM Act. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. All time for gen-

eral debate has expired. 
In lieu of the amendment in the na-

ture of a substitute recommended by 
the Committee on Financial Services, 
printed in the bill, an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute consisting of 
the text of Rules Committee Print 114– 
35, modified by the amendment printed 
in the part B of House Report 114–341, is 
adopted. The bill, as amended, shall be 
considered as the original bill for the 
purpose of further amendment under 
the 5-minute rule and shall be consid-
ered as read. 

The text of the bill, as amended, is as 
follows: 

H.R. 3189 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 

the ‘‘Fed Oversight Reform and Modernization 
Act of 2015’’ or the ‘‘FORM Act of 2015’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Requirements for policy rules of the 

Federal Open Market Committee. 
Sec. 3. Federal Open Market Committee 

blackout period. 
Sec. 4. Membership of Federal Open Market 

Committee. 
Sec. 5. Requirements for stress tests and su-

pervisory letters for the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System. 

Sec. 6. Frequency of testimony of the Chair-
man of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System to Congress. 

Sec. 7. Vice Chairman for Supervision report 
requirement. 

Sec. 8. Economic analysis of regulations of 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System. 

Sec. 9. Salaries, financial disclosures, and of-
fice staff of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 

Sec. 10. Requirements for international proc-
esses. 

Sec. 11. Amendments to powers of the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem. 

Sec. 12. Interest rates on balances maintained 
at a Federal Reserve bank by depository 
institutions established by Federal Open 
Market Committee. 

Sec. 13. Audit reform and transparency for 
the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System. 

Sec. 14. Reporting requirement for Export-Im-
port Bank. 

Sec. 15. Membership of Board of Directors of 
the Federal reserve banks. 

Sec. 16. Establishment of a Centennial Mone-
tary Commission. 

SEC. 2. REQUIREMENTS FOR POLICY RULES OF 
THE FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COM-
MITTEE. 

The Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 221 et seq.) 
is amended by inserting after section 2B the fol-
lowing new section: 
‘‘SEC. 2C. DIRECTIVE POLICY RULES OF THE FED-

ERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE. 
‘‘(a) DEFINITIONS.—In this section the fol-

lowing definitions shall apply: 
‘‘(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘appropriate congressional com-
mittees’ means the Committee on Financial Serv-
ices of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Banking, Housing, and Urban Af-
fairs of the Senate. 

‘‘(2) DIRECTIVE POLICY RULE.—The term ‘Di-
rective Policy Rule’ means a policy rule devel-
oped by the Federal Open Market Committee 
that meets the requirements of subsection (c) 
and that provides the basis for the Open Market 
Operations Directive. 

‘‘(3) GDP.—The term ‘GDP’ means the gross 
domestic product of the United States as com-
puted and published by the Department of Com-
merce. 

‘‘(4) INTERMEDIATE POLICY INPUT.—The term 
‘Intermediate Policy Input’— 

‘‘(A) may include any variable determined by 
the Federal Open Market Committee as a nec-
essary input to guide open-market operations; 

‘‘(B) shall include an estimate of, and the 
method of calculation for, the current rate of in-
flation or current inflation expectations; and 

‘‘(C) shall include, specifying whether the 
variable or estimate is historical, current, or a 
forecast and the method of calculation, at least 
one of— 

‘‘(i) an estimate of real GDP, nominal GDP, or 
potential GDP; 

‘‘(ii) an estimate of the monetary aggregate 
compiled by the Board of Governors of the Fed-

eral Reserve System and Federal reserve banks; 
or 

‘‘(iii) an interactive variable or a net estimate 
composed of the estimates described in clauses 
(i) and (ii). 

‘‘(5) LEGISLATIVE DAY.—The term ‘legislative 
day’ means a day on which either House of 
Congress is in session. 

‘‘(6) OPEN MARKET OPERATIONS DIRECTIVE.— 
The term ‘Open Market Operations Directive’ 
means an order to achieve a specified Policy In-
strument Target provided to the Federal Reserve 
Bank of New York by the Federal Open Market 
Committee pursuant to powers authorized under 
section 14 of this Act that guide open-market op-
erations. 

‘‘(7) POLICY INSTRUMENT.—The term ‘Policy 
Instrument’ means— 

‘‘(A) the nominal Federal funds rate; 
‘‘(B) the nominal rate of interest paid on non-

borrowed reserves; or 
‘‘(C) the discount window primary credit in-

terest rate most recently published on the Fed-
eral Reserve Statistical Release on selected in-
terest rates (daily or weekly), commonly referred 
to as the H.15 release. 

‘‘(8) POLICY INSTRUMENT TARGET.—The term 
‘Policy Instrument Target’ means the target for 
the Policy Instrument specified in the Open 
Market Operations Directive. 

‘‘(9) REFERENCE POLICY RULE.—The term ‘Ref-
erence Policy Rule’ means a calculation of the 
nominal Federal funds rate as equal to the sum 
of the following: 

‘‘(A) The rate of inflation over the previous 
four quarters. 

‘‘(B) One-half of the percentage deviation of 
the real GDP from an estimate of potential 
GDP. 

‘‘(C) One-half of the difference between the 
rate of inflation over the previous four quarters 
and two percent. 

‘‘(D) Two percent. 
‘‘(b) SUBMITTING A DIRECTIVE POLICY RULE.— 

Not later than 48 hours after the end of a meet-
ing of the Federal Open Market Committee, the 
Chairman of the Federal Open Market Com-
mittee shall submit to the appropriate congres-
sional committees and the Comptroller General 
of the United States a Directive Policy Rule and 
a statement that identifies the members of the 
Federal Open Market Committee who voted in 
favor of the Rule. 

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS FOR A DIRECTIVE POLICY 
RULE.—A Directive Policy Rule shall— 

‘‘(1) identify the Policy Instrument the Direc-
tive Policy Rule is designed to target; 

‘‘(2) describe the strategy or rule of the Fed-
eral Open Market Committee for the systematic 
quantitative adjustment of the Policy Instru-
ment Target to respond to a change in the Inter-
mediate Policy Inputs; 

‘‘(3) include a function that comprehensively 
models the interactive relationship between the 
Intermediate Policy Inputs; 

‘‘(4) include the coefficients of the Directive 
Policy Rule that generate the current Policy In-
strument Target and a range of predicted future 
values for the Policy Instrument Target if 
changes occur in any Intermediate Policy Input; 

‘‘(5) describe the procedure for adjusting the 
supply of bank reserves to achieve the Policy In-
strument Target; 

‘‘(6) include a statement as to whether the Di-
rective Policy Rule substantially conforms to the 
Reference Policy Rule and, if applicable— 

‘‘(A) an explanation of the extent to which it 
departs from the Reference Policy Rule; 

‘‘(B) a detailed justification for that depar-
ture; and 

‘‘(C) a description of the circumstances under 
which the Directive Policy Rule may be amend-
ed in the future; 
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‘‘(7) include a certification that such Rule is 

expected to support the economy in achieving 
stable prices and maximum natural employment 
over the long term; and 

‘‘(8) include a calculation that describes with 
mathematical precision the expected annual in-
flation rate over a 5-year period. 

‘‘(d) GAO REPORT.—The Comptroller General 
of the United States shall compare the Directive 
Policy Rule submitted under subsection (b) with 
the rule that was most recently submitted to de-
termine whether the Directive Policy Rule has 
materially changed. If the Directive Policy Rule 
has materially changed, the Comptroller Gen-
eral shall, not later than 7 days after each meet-
ing of the Federal Open Market Committee, pre-
pare and submit a compliance report to the ap-
propriate congressional committees specifying 
whether the Directive Policy Rule submitted 
after that meeting and the Federal Open Market 
Committee are in compliance with this section. 

‘‘(e) CHANGING MARKET CONDITIONS.— 
‘‘(1) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 

Act shall be construed to require that the plans 
with respect to the systematic quantitative ad-
justment of the Policy Instrument Target de-
scribed under subsection (c)(2) be implemented if 
the Federal Open Market Committee determines 
that such plans cannot or should not be 
achieved due to changing market conditions. 

‘‘(2) GAO APPROVAL OF UPDATE.—Upon deter-
mining that plans described in paragraph (1) 
cannot or should not be achieved, the Federal 
Open Market Committee shall submit an expla-
nation for that determination and an updated 
version of the Directive Policy Rule to the 
Comptroller General of the United States and 
the appropriate congressional committees not 
later than 48 hours after making the determina-
tion. The Comptroller General shall, not later 
than 48 hours after receiving such updated 
version, prepare and submit to the appropriate 
congressional committees a compliance report 
determining whether such updated version and 
the Federal Open Market Committee are in com-
pliance with this section. 

‘‘(f) DIRECTIVE POLICY RULE AND FEDERAL 
OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE NOT IN COMPLI-
ANCE.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—If the Comptroller General 
of the United States determines that the Direc-
tive Policy Rule and the Federal Open Market 
Committee are not in compliance with this sec-
tion in the report submitted pursuant to sub-
section (d), or that the updated version of the 
Directive Policy Rule and the Federal Open 
Market Committee are not in compliance with 
this section in the report submitted pursuant to 
subsection (e)(2), the Chairman of the Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System shall, 
if requested by the chairman of either of the ap-
propriate congressional committees, not later 
than 7 legislative days after such request, testify 
before such committee as to why the Directive 
Policy Rule, the updated version, or the Federal 
Open Market Committee is not in compliance. 

‘‘(2) GAO AUDIT.—Notwithstanding subsection 
(b) of section 714 of title 31, United States Code, 
upon submitting a report of noncompliance pur-
suant to subsection (d) or subsection (e)(2) and 
after the period of 7 legislative days described in 
paragraph (1), the Comptroller General shall 
audit the conduct of monetary policy by the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem and the Federal Open Market Committee 
upon request of the appropriate congressional 
committee. Such committee may specify the pa-
rameters of such audit. 

‘‘(g) CONGRESSIONAL HEARINGS.—The Chair-
man of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System shall, if requested by the chair-
man of either of the appropriate congressional 
committees and not later than 7 legislative days 
after such request, appear before such committee 
to explain any change to the Directive Policy 
Rule.’’. 

SEC. 3. FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE 
BLACKOUT PERIOD. 

Section 12A of the Federal Reserve Act (12 
U.S.C. 263) is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) BLACKOUT PERIOD.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—During a blackout period, 

the only public communications that may be 
made by members and staff of the Committee 
with respect to macroeconomic or financial de-
velopments or about current or prospective mon-
etary policy issues are the following: 

‘‘(A) The dissemination of published data, 
surveys, and reports that have been cleared for 
publication by the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 

‘‘(B) Answers to technical questions specific to 
a data release. 

‘‘(C) Communications with respect to the pru-
dential or supervisory functions of the Board of 
Governors. 

‘‘(2) BLACKOUT PERIOD DEFINED.—For pur-
poses of this subsection, and with respect to a 
meeting of the Committee described under sub-
section (a), the term ‘blackout period’ means the 
time period that— 

‘‘(A) begins immediately after midnight on the 
day that is one week prior to the date on which 
such meeting takes place; and 

‘‘(B) ends at midnight on the day after the 
date on which such meeting takes place. 

‘‘(3) EXEMPTION FOR CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD 
OF GOVERNORS.—Nothing in this section shall 
prohibit the Chairman of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System from par-
ticipating in or issuing public communica-
tions.’’. 
SEC. 4. MEMBERSHIP OF FEDERAL OPEN MARKET 

COMMITTEE. 

Section 12A(a) of the Federal Reserve Act (12 
U.S.C. 263(a)) is amended— 

(1) in the first sentence, by striking ‘‘five’’ 
and inserting ‘‘six’’; 

(2) in the second sentence, by striking ‘‘One 
by the board of directors’’ and all that follows 
through the period at the end and inserting the 
following: ‘‘One by the boards of directors of the 
Federal Reserve Banks of New York and Bos-
ton; one by the boards of directors of the Fed-
eral Reserve Banks of Philadelphia and Cleve-
land; one by the boards of directors of the Fed-
eral Reserve Banks of Richmond and Atlanta; 
one by the boards of directors of the Federal Re-
serve Banks of Chicago and St. Louis; one by 
the boards of directors of the Federal Reserve 
Banks of Minneapolis and Kansas City; and 
one by the boards of directors of the Federal Re-
serve Banks of Dallas and San Francisco.’’; and 

(3) by inserting after the second sentence the 
following: ‘‘In odd numbered calendar years, 
one representative shall be elected from each of 
the Federal Reserve Banks of Boston, Philadel-
phia, Richmond, Chicago, Minneapolis, and 
Dallas. In even-numbered calendar years, one 
representative shall be elected from each of the 
Federal Reserve Banks of New York, Cleveland, 
Atlanta, St. Louis, Kansas City, and San Fran-
cisco.’’. 
SEC. 5. REQUIREMENTS FOR STRESS TESTS AND 

SUPERVISORY LETTERS FOR THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FED-
ERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) STRESS TEST RULEMAKING, GAO REVIEW, 
AND PUBLICATION OF RESULTS.—Section 
165(i)(1)(B) of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street Re-
form and Consumer Protection Act (12 U.S.C. 
5365(i)(1)(B)) is amended— 

(1) by amending clause (i) to read as follows: 
‘‘(i) shall— 
‘‘(I) issue regulations, after providing for pub-

lic notice and comment, that provide for at least 
3 different sets of conditions under which the 
evaluation required by this subsection shall be 
conducted, including baseline, adverse, and se-

verely adverse, and methodologies, including 
models used to estimate losses on certain assets; 
and 

‘‘(II) provide copies of such regulations to the 
Comptroller General of the United States and 
the Panel of Economic Advisors of the Congres-
sional Budget Office before publishing such reg-
ulations;’’; and 

(2) in clause (v), by inserting before the period 
the following: ‘‘, including any results of a re-
submitted test’’. 

(b) APPLICATION OF CCAR.—Section 165(i)(1) 
of such Act is further amended by adding at the 
end the following new subparagraph: 

‘‘(C) APPLICATION TO CCAR.—The require-
ments of subparagraph (B) shall apply to all 
stress tests performed under the Comprehensive 
Capital Analysis and Review exercise estab-
lished by the Board of Governors.’’. 

(c) PUBLICATION OF THE NUMBER OF SUPER-
VISORY LETTERS SENT TO THE LARGEST BANK 
HOLDING COMPANIES.—Section 165 of such Act is 
further amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(l) PUBLICATION OF SUPERVISORY LETTER IN-
FORMATION.—The Board of Governors shall pub-
licly disclose— 

‘‘(1) the aggregate number of supervisory let-
ters sent to bank holding companies described in 
subsection (a) since the date of the enactment of 
this section, and keep such number updated; 
and 

‘‘(2) the aggregate number of such letters that 
are designated as ‘Matters Requiring Attention’ 
and the aggregate number of such letters that 
are designated as ‘Matters Requiring Immediate 
Attention’.’’. 

SEC. 6. FREQUENCY OF TESTIMONY OF THE 
CHAIRMAN OF THE BOARD OF GOV-
ERNORS OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE 
SYSTEM TO CONGRESS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2B of the Federal 
Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 225b) is amended— 

(1) by striking ‘‘semi-annual’’ each place it 
appears and inserting ‘‘quarterly’’; and 

(2) in subsection (a)(2)— 

(A) by inserting ‘‘and October 20’’ after ‘‘July 
20’’ each place it appears; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and May 20’’ after ‘‘Feb-
ruary 20’’ each place it appears. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Paragraph 
(12) of section 10 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 
U.S.C. 247b(12)) is amended by striking ‘‘semi- 
annual’’ and inserting ‘‘quarterly’’. 

SEC. 7. VICE CHAIRMAN FOR SUPERVISION RE-
PORT REQUIREMENT. 

Paragraph (12) of section 10 of the Federal 
Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 247(b)) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating such paragraph as para-
graph (11); and 

(2) in such paragraph, by adding at the end 
the following: ‘‘In each such appearance, the 
Vice Chairman for Supervision shall provide 
written testimony that includes the status of all 
pending and anticipated rulemakings that are 
being made by the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. If, at the time of any 
appearance described in this paragraph, the po-
sition of Vice Chairman for Supervision is va-
cant, the Vice Chairman for the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System (who has 
the responsibility to serve in the absence of the 
Chairman) shall appear instead and provide the 
required written testimony. If, at the time of 
any appearance described in this paragraph, 
both Vice Chairman positions are vacant, the 
Chairman of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System shall appear instead and 
provide the required written testimony.’’. 
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SEC. 8. ECONOMIC ANALYSIS OF REGULATIONS 

OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) AMENDMENT TO FEDERAL RESERVE ACT.— 
Section 11 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 
248) is amended by inserting after subsection (l) 
the following new subsection: 

‘‘(m) CONSIDERATION OF ECONOMIC IMPACTS.— 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Before issuing any regula-

tion, the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System shall— 

‘‘(A) clearly identify the nature and source of 
the problem that the proposed regulation is de-
signed to address and assess the significance of 
that problem; 

‘‘(B) assess whether any new regulation is 
warranted or, with respect to a proposed regula-
tion that the Board of Governors is required to 
issue by statute and with respect to which the 
Board has the authority to exempt certain per-
sons from the application of such regulation, 
compare— 

‘‘(i) the costs and benefits of the proposed reg-
ulation; and 

‘‘(ii) the costs and benefits of a regulation 
under which the Board exempts all persons from 
the application of the proposed regulation, to 
the extent the Board is able; 

‘‘(C) assess the qualitative and quantitative 
costs and benefits of the proposed regulation 
and propose or adopt a regulation only on a 
reasoned determination that the benefits of the 
proposed regulation outweigh the costs of the 
regulation; 

‘‘(D) identify and assess available alternatives 
to the proposed regulation that were considered, 
including any alternative offered by a member 
of the Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System or the Federal Open Market Com-
mittee and including any modification of an ex-
isting regulation, together with an explanation 
of why the regulation meets the regulatory ob-
jectives more effectively than the alternatives; 
and 

‘‘(E) ensure that any proposed regulation is 
accessible, consistent, written in plain language, 
and easy to understand and shall measure, and 
seek to improve, the actual results of regulatory 
requirements. 

‘‘(2) CONSIDERATIONS AND ACTIONS.— 
‘‘(A) REQUIRED ACTIONS.—In deciding whether 

and how to regulate, the Board shall assess the 
costs and benefits of available regulatory alter-
natives, including the alternative of not regu-
lating, and choose the approach that maximizes 
net benefits. Specifically, the Board shall— 

‘‘(i) evaluate whether, consistent with achiev-
ing regulatory objectives, the regulation is tai-
lored to impose the least impact on the avail-
ability of credit and economic growth and to im-
pose the least burden on society, including mar-
ket participants, individuals, businesses of dif-
ferent sizes, and other entities (including State 
and local governmental entities), taking into ac-
count, to the extent practicable, the cumulative 
costs of regulations; 

‘‘(ii) evaluate whether the regulation is incon-
sistent, incompatible, or duplicative of other 
Federal regulations; and 

‘‘(iii) with respect to a proposed regulation 
that the Board is required to issue by statute 
and with respect to which the Board has the au-
thority to exempt certain persons from the appli-
cation of such regulation, compare— 

‘‘(I) the costs and benefits of the proposed reg-
ulation; and 

‘‘(II) the costs and benefits of a regulation 
under which the Board exempts all persons from 
the application of the proposed regulation, to 
the extent the Board is able. 

‘‘(B) ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS.—In addi-
tion, in making a reasoned determination of the 
costs and benefits of a proposed regulation, the 
Board shall, to the extent that each is relevant 
to the particular proposed regulation, take into 

consideration the impact of the regulation, in-
cluding secondary costs such as an increase in 
the cost or a reduction in the availability of 
credit or investment services or products, on— 

‘‘(i) the safety and soundness of the United 
States banking system; 

‘‘(ii) market liquidity in securities markets; 
‘‘(iii) small businesses; 
‘‘(iv) community banks; 
‘‘(v) economic growth; 
‘‘(vi) cost and access to capital; 
‘‘(vii) market stability; 
‘‘(viii) global competitiveness; 
‘‘(ix) job creation; 
‘‘(x) the effectiveness of the monetary policy 

transmission mechanism; and 
‘‘(xi) employment levels. 
‘‘(3) EXPLANATION AND COMMENTS.—The 

Board shall explain in its final rule the nature 
of comments that it received and shall provide a 
response to those comments in its final rule, in-
cluding an explanation of any changes that 
were made in response to those comments and 
the reasons that the Board did not incorporate 
concerns related to the potential costs or bene-
fits in the final rule. 

‘‘(4) POSTADOPTION IMPACT ASSESSMENT.— 
‘‘(A) IN GENERAL.—Whenever the Board 

adopts or amends a regulation designated as a 
‘major rule’ within the meaning of section 804(2) 
of title 5, United States Code, it shall state, in 
its adopting release, the following: 

‘‘(i) The purposes and intended consequences 
of the regulation. 

‘‘(ii) The assessment plan that will be used, 
consistent with the requirements of subpara-
graph (B), to assess whether the regulation has 
achieved the stated purposes. 

‘‘(iii) Appropriate postimplementation quan-
titative and qualitative metrics to measure the 
economic impact of the regulation and the ex-
tent to which the regulation has accomplished 
the stated purpose of the regulation. 

‘‘(iv) Any reasonably foreseeable indirect ef-
fects that may result from the regulation. 

‘‘(B) REQUIREMENTS OF ASSESSMENT PLAN AND 
REPORT.— 

‘‘(i) REQUIREMENTS OF PLAN.—The assessment 
plan required under this paragraph shall con-
sider the costs, benefits, and intended and unin-
tended consequences of the regulation. The plan 
shall specify the data to be collected, the meth-
ods for collection and analysis of the data, and 
a date for completion of the assessment. The as-
sessment plan shall include an analysis of any 
jobs added or lost as a result of the regulation, 
differentiating between public and private sector 
jobs. 

‘‘(ii) SUBMISSION AND PUBLICATION OF RE-
PORT.—The Board shall, not later than 2 years 
after the publication of the adopting release, 
publish the assessment plan in the Federal Reg-
ister for notice and comment. If the Board deter-
mines, at least 90 days before the deadline for 
publication of the assessment plan, that an ex-
tension is necessary, the Board shall publish a 
notice of such extension and the specific reasons 
why the extension is necessary in the Federal 
Register. Any material modification of the as-
sessment plan, as necessary to assess unforeseen 
aspects or consequences of the regulation, shall 
be promptly published in the Federal Register 
for notice and comment. 

‘‘(iii) DATA COLLECTION NOT SUBJECT TO NO-
TICE AND COMMENT REQUIREMENTS.—If the 
Board has published the assessment plan for no-
tice and comment at least 30 days before the 
adoption of a regulation designated as a major 
rule, the collection of data under the assessment 
plan shall not be subject to the notice and com-
ment requirements in section 3506(c) of title 44, 
United States Code (commonly referred to as the 
Paperwork Reduction Act). Any material modi-
fication of the plan that requires collection of 
data not previously published for notice and 

comment shall also be exempt from such require-
ments if the Board has published notice in the 
Federal Register for comment on the additional 
data to be collected, at least 30 days before the 
initiation of data collection. 

‘‘(iv) FINAL ACTION.—Not later than 180 days 
after publication of the assessment plan in the 
Federal Register, the Board shall issue for no-
tice and comment a proposal to amend or re-
scind the regulation, or shall publish a notice 
that the Board has determined that no action 
will be taken on the regulation. Such a notice 
will be deemed a final agency action. 

‘‘(5) COVERED REGULATIONS AND OTHER AC-
TIONS.—Solely as used in this subsection, the 
term ‘regulation’— 

‘‘(A) means a statement of general applica-
bility and future effect that is designed to imple-
ment, interpret, or prescribe law or policy, or to 
describe the procedure or practice requirements 
of the Board of Governors, including rules, or-
ders of general applicability, interpretive re-
leases, and other statements of general applica-
bility that the Board of Governors intends to 
have the force and effect of law; and 

‘‘(B) does not include— 

‘‘(i) a regulation issued in accordance with 
the formal rulemaking provisions of section 556 
or 557 of title 5, United States Code; 

‘‘(ii) a regulation that is limited to the organi-
zation, management, or personnel matters of the 
Board of Governors; 

‘‘(iii) a regulation promulgated pursuant to 
statutory authority that expressly prohibits 
compliance with this provision; or 

‘‘(iv) a regulation that is certified by the 
Board of Governors to be an emergency action, 
if such certification is published in the Federal 
Register.’’. 

(b) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in this 
section shall apply to the requirements regard-
ing the conduct of monetary policy described in 
section 2. 

SEC. 9. SALARIES, FINANCIAL DISCLOSURES, AND 
OFFICE STAFF OF THE BOARD OF 
GOVERNORS OF THE FEDERAL RE-
SERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 11 of the Federal 
Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 248) is amended— 

(1) by redesignating the second subsection (s) 
(relating to ‘‘Assessments, Fees, and Other 
Charges for Certain Companies’’) as subsection 
(t); and 

(2) by adding at the end the following new 
subsections: 

‘‘(u) ETHICS STANDARDS FOR MEMBERS AND 
EMPLOYEES.— 

‘‘(1) PROHIBITED AND RESTRICTED FINANCIAL 
INTERESTS AND TRANSACTIONS.—The members 
and employees of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System shall be subject to the 
provisions under section 4401.102 of title 5, Code 
of Federal Regulations, to the same extent as 
such provisions apply to an employee of the Se-
curities and Exchange Commission. 

‘‘(2) TREATMENT OF BROKERAGE ACCOUNTS AND 
AVAILABILITY OF ACCOUNT STATEMENTS.—The 
members and employees of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System shall— 

‘‘(A) disclose all brokerage accounts that they 
maintain, as well as those in which they control 
trading or have a financial interest (including 
managed accounts, trust accounts, investment 
club accounts, and the accounts of spouses or 
minor children who live with the member or em-
ployee); and 

‘‘(B) with respect to any securities account 
that the member or employee is required to dis-
close to the Board of Governors, authorize their 
brokers and dealers to send duplicate 
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account statements directly to Board of Gov-
ernors. 

‘‘(3) PROHIBITIONS RELATED TO OUTSIDE EM-
PLOYMENT AND ACTIVITIES.—The members and 
employees of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System shall be subject to the pro-
hibitions related to outside employment and ac-
tivities described under section 4401.103(c) of 
title 5, Code of Federal Regulations, to the same 
extent as such prohibitions apply to an em-
ployee of the Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion. 

‘‘(4) ADDITIONAL ETHICS STANDARDS.—The 
members and employees of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System shall be 
subject to— 

‘‘(A) the employee responsibilities and conduct 
regulations of the Office of Personnel Manage-
ment under part 735 of title 5, Code of Federal 
Regulations; 

‘‘(B) the canons of ethics contained in subpart 
C of part 200 of title 17, Code of Federal Regula-
tions, to the same extent as such subpart applies 
to the employees of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission; and 

‘‘(C) the regulations concerning the conduct 
of members and employees and former members 
and employees contained in subpart M of part 
200 of title 17, Code of Federal Regulations, to 
the same extent as such subpart applies to the 
employees of the Securities and Exchange Com-
mission. 

‘‘(v) DISCLOSURE OF STAFF SALARIES AND FI-
NANCIAL INFORMATION.—The Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System shall make 
publicly available, on the website of the Board 
of Governors, a searchable database that con-
tains the names of all members, officers, and em-
ployees of the Board of Governors who receive 
an annual salary in excess of the annual rate of 
basic pay for GS–15 of the General Schedule, 
and— 

‘‘(1) the yearly salary information for such in-
dividuals, along with any nonsalary compensa-
tion received by such individuals; and 

‘‘(2) any financial disclosures required to be 
made by such individuals.’’. 

(b) OFFICE STAFF FOR EACH MEMBER OF THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS.—Subsection (l) of sec-
tion 11 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 
248) is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: ‘‘Each member of the Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System may em-
ploy, at a minimum, 2 individuals, with such in-
dividuals selected by such member and the sala-
ries of such individuals set by such member. A 
member may employ additional individuals as 
determined necessary by the Board of Gov-
ernors.’’. 
SEC. 10. REQUIREMENTS FOR INTERNATIONAL 

PROCESSES. 
(a) BOARD OF GOVERNORS REQUIREMENTS.— 

Section 11 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 
248), as amended by section 9 of this Act, is fur-
ther amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing new subsection: 

‘‘(w) INTERNATIONAL PROCESSES.— 
‘‘(1) NOTICE OF PROCESS; CONSULTATION.—At 

least 30 calendar days before any member or em-
ployee of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System participates in a process of set-
ting financial standards as a part of any foreign 
or multinational entity, the Board of Governors 
shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of the process, including 
the subject matter, scope, and goals of the proc-
ess, to the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Board of Gov-
ernors; and 

‘‘(C) solicit public comment, and consult with 
the committees described under subparagraph 

(A), with respect to the subject matter, scope, 
and goals of the process. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC REPORTS ON PROCESS.—After the 
end of any process described under paragraph 
(1), the Board of Governors shall issue a public 
report on the topics that were discussed during 
the process and any new or revised rulemakings 
or policy changes that the Board of Governors 
believes should be implemented as a result of the 
process. 

‘‘(3) NOTICE OF AGREEMENTS; CONSULTATION.— 
At least 90 calendar days before any member or 
employee of the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System participates in a process of 
setting financial standards as a part of any for-
eign or multinational entity, the Board of Gov-
ernors shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of agreement to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Board of Gov-
ernors; and 

‘‘(C) consult with the committees described 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to the na-
ture of the agreement and any anticipated ef-
fects such agreement will have on the economy. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘process’ shall include any offi-
cial proceeding or meeting on financial regula-
tion of a recognized international organization 
with authority to set financial standards on a 
global or regional level, including the Financial 
Stability Board, the Basel Committee on Bank-
ing Supervision (or a similar organization), and 
the International Association of Insurance Su-
pervisors (or a similar organization).’’. 

(b) FDIC REQUIREMENTS.—The Federal De-
posit Insurance Act (12 U.S.C. 1811 et seq.) is 
amended by adding at the end the following 
new section: 
‘‘SEC. 51. INTERNATIONAL PROCESSES. 

‘‘(a) NOTICE OF PROCESS; CONSULTATION.—At 
least 30 calendar days before the Board of Di-
rectors participates in a process of setting finan-
cial standards as a part of any foreign or multi-
national entity, the Board of Directors shall— 

‘‘(1) issue a notice of the process, including 
the subject matter, scope, and goals of the proc-
ess, to the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(2) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Corporation; 
and 

‘‘(3) solicit public comment, and consult with 
the committees described under paragraph (1), 
with respect to the subject matter, scope, and 
goals of the process. 

‘‘(b) PUBLIC REPORTS ON PROCESS.—After the 
end of any process described under subsection 
(a), the Board of Directors shall issue a public 
report on the topics that were discussed at the 
process and any new or revised rulemakings or 
policy changes that the Board of Directors be-
lieves should be implemented as a result of the 
process. 

‘‘(c) NOTICE OF AGREEMENTS; CONSULTA-
TION.—At least 90 calendar days before the 
Board of Directors participates in a process of 
setting financial standards as a part of any for-
eign or multinational entity, the Board of Direc-
tors shall— 

‘‘(1) issue a notice of agreement to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(2) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Corporation; 
and 

‘‘(3) consult with the committees described 
under paragraph (1) with respect to the nature 

of the agreement and any anticipated effects 
such agreement will have on the economy. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘process’ shall include any official 
proceeding or meeting on financial regulation of 
a recognized international organization with 
authority to set financial standards on a global 
or regional level, including the Financial Sta-
bility Board, the Basel Committee on Banking 
Supervision (or a similar organization), and the 
International Association of Insurance Super-
visors (or a similar organization).’’. 

(c) TREASURY REQUIREMENTS.—Section 325 of 
title 31, United States Code, is amended by add-
ing at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) INTERNATIONAL PROCESSES.— 

‘‘(1) NOTICE OF PROCESS; CONSULTATION.—At 
least 30 calendar days before the Secretary par-
ticipates in a process of setting financial stand-
ards as a part of any foreign or multinational 
entity, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of the process, including 
the subject matter, scope, and goals of the proc-
ess, to the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Department of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(C) solicit public comment, and consult with 
the committees described under subparagraph 
(A), with respect to the subject matter, scope, 
and goals of the process. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC REPORTS ON PROCESS.—After the 
end of any process described under paragraph 
(1), the Secretary shall issue a public report on 
the topics that were discussed at the process and 
any new or revised rulemakings or policy 
changes that the Secretary believes should be 
implemented as a result of the process. 

‘‘(3) NOTICE OF AGREEMENTS; CONSULTATION.— 
At least 90 calendar days before the Secretary 
participates in a process of setting financial 
standards as a part of any foreign or multi-
national entity, the Secretary shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of agreement to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Department of 
the Treasury; and 

‘‘(C) consult with the committees described 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to the na-
ture of the agreement and any anticipated ef-
fects such agreement will have on the economy. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘process’ shall include any offi-
cial proceeding or meeting on financial regula-
tion of a recognized international organization 
with authority to set financial standards on a 
global or regional level, including the Financial 
Stability Board, the Basel Committee on Bank-
ing Supervision (or a similar organization), and 
the International Association of Insurance Su-
pervisors (or a similar organization).’’. 

(d) OCC REQUIREMENTS.—Chapter one of title 
LXII of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (12 U.S.C. 21 et seq.) is amended— 

(1) by adding at the end the following new 
section: 

‘‘SEC. 5156B. INTERNATIONAL PROCESSES. 

‘‘(a) NOTICE OF PROCESS; CONSULTATION.—At 
least 30 calendar days before the Comptroller of 
the Currency participates in a process of setting 
financial standards as a part of any foreign or 
multinational entity, the Comptroller of the 
Currency shall— 
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‘‘(1) issue a notice of the process, including 

the subject matter, scope, and goals of the proc-
ess, to the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(2) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency; and 

‘‘(3) solicit public comment, and consult with 
the committees described under paragraph (1), 
with respect to the subject matter, scope, and 
goals of the process. 

‘‘(b) PUBLIC REPORTS ON PROCESS.—After the 
end of any process described under subsection 
(a), the Comptroller of the Currency shall issue 
a public report on the topics that were discussed 
at the process and any new or revised 
rulemakings or policy changes that the Comp-
troller of the Currency believes should be imple-
mented as a result of the process. 

‘‘(c) NOTICE OF AGREEMENTS; CONSULTA-
TION.—At least 90 calendar days before the 
Comptroller of the Currency participates in a 
process of setting financial standards as a part 
of any foreign or multinational entity, the 
Board of Directors shall— 

‘‘(1) issue a notice of agreement to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(2) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency; and 

‘‘(3) consult with the committees described 
under paragraph (1) with respect to the nature 
of the agreement and any anticipated effects 
such agreement will have on the economy. 

‘‘(d) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘process’ shall include any official 
proceeding or meeting on financial regulation of 
a recognized international organization with 
authority to set financial standards on a global 
or regional level, including the Financial Sta-
bility Board, the Basel Committee on Banking 
Supervision (or a similar organization), and the 
International Association of Insurance Super-
visors (or a similar organization).’’; and 

(2) in the table of contents for such chapter, 
by adding at the end the following new item: 

‘‘5156B. International processes.’’. 
(e) SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 

REQUIREMENTS.—Section 4 of the Securities Ex-
change Act of 1934 (15 U.S.C. 78d) is amended by 
adding at the end the following new subsection: 

‘‘(j) INTERNATIONAL PROCESSES.— 
‘‘(1) NOTICE OF PROCESS; CONSULTATION.—At 

least 30 calendar days before the Commission 
participates in a process of setting financial 
standards as a part of any foreign or multi-
national entity, the Commission shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of the process, including 
the subject matter, scope, and goals of the proc-
ess, to the Committee on Financial Services of 
the House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Banking, Housing, and Urban Affairs of the 
Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Commission; and 

‘‘(C) solicit public comment, and consult with 
the committees described under subparagraph 
(A), with respect to the subject matter, scope, 
and goals of the process. 

‘‘(2) PUBLIC REPORTS ON PROCESS.—After the 
end of any process described under paragraph 
(1), the Commission shall issue a public report 
on the topics that were discussed at the process 
and any new or revised rulemakings or policy 
changes that the Commission believes should be 
implemented as a result of the process. 

‘‘(3) NOTICE OF AGREEMENTS; CONSULTATION.— 
At least 90 calendar days before the Commission 
participates in a process of setting financial 
standards as a part of any foreign or multi-
national entity, the Commission shall— 

‘‘(A) issue a notice of agreement to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Banking, 
Housing, and Urban Affairs of the Senate; 

‘‘(B) make such notice available to the public, 
including on the website of the Commission; and 

‘‘(C) consult with the committees described 
under subparagraph (A) with respect to the na-
ture of the agreement and any anticipated ef-
fects such agreement will have on the economy. 

‘‘(4) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘process’ shall include any offi-
cial proceeding or meeting on financial regula-
tion of a recognized international organization 
with authority to set financial standards on a 
global or regional level, including the Financial 
Stability Board, the Basel Committee on Bank-
ing Supervision (or a similar organization), and 
the International Association of Insurance Su-
pervisors (or a similar organization).’’. 
SEC. 11. AMENDMENTS TO POWERS OF THE 

BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF THE FED-
ERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 13(3) of the Federal 
Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 343(3)) is amended— 

(1) in subparagraph (A)— 
(A) by inserting ‘‘that pose a threat to the fi-

nancial stability of the United States’’ after 
‘‘unusual and exigent circumstances’’; and 

(B) by inserting ‘‘and by the affirmative vote 
of not less than nine presidents of the Federal 
reserve banks’’ after ‘‘five members’’; 

(2) in subparagraph (B)— 
(A) in clause (i), by inserting at the end the 

following: ‘‘Federal reserve banks may not ac-
cept equity securities issued by the recipient of 
any loan or other financial assistance under 
this paragraph as collateral. Not later than 6 
months after the date of enactment of this sen-
tence, the Board shall, by rule, establish— 

‘‘(I) a method for determining the sufficiency 
of the collateral required under this paragraph; 

‘‘(II) acceptable classes of collateral; 
‘‘(III) the amount of any discount of such 

value that the Federal reserve banks will apply 
for purposes of calculating the sufficiency of 
collateral under this paragraph; and 

‘‘(IV) a method for obtaining independent ap-
praisals of the value of collateral the Federal re-
serve banks receive.’’; and 

(B) in clause (ii)— 
(i) by striking the second sentence; and 
(ii) by inserting after the first sentence the fol-

lowing: ‘‘A borrower shall not be eligible to bor-
row from any emergency lending program or fa-
cility unless the Board and all federal banking 
regulators with jurisdiction over the borrower 
certify that, at the time the borrower initially 
borrows under the program or facility, the bor-
rower is not insolvent.’’; 

(3) by inserting ‘‘financial institution’’ before 
‘‘participant’’ each place such term appears; 

(4) in subparagraph (D)(i), by inserting ‘‘fi-
nancial institution’’ before ‘‘participants’’; and 

(5) by adding at the end the following new 
subparagraphs: 

‘‘(F) PENALTY RATE.— 
‘‘(i) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 6 months 

after the date of enactment of this subpara-
graph, the Board shall, with respect to a recipi-
ent of any loan or other financial assistance 
under this paragraph, establish by rule a min-
imum interest rate on the principal amount of 
any loan or other financial assistance. 

‘‘(ii) MINIMUM INTEREST RATE DEFINED.—In 
this subparagraph, the term ‘minimum interest 
rate’ shall mean the sum of— 

‘‘(I) the average of the secondary discount 
rate of all Federal Reserve banks over the most 
recent 90-day period; and 

‘‘(II) the average of the difference between a 
distressed corporate bond yield index (as defined 
by rule of the Board) and a bond yield index of 
debt issued by the United States (as defined by 
rule of the Board) over the most recent 90-day 
period. 

‘‘(G) FINANCIAL INSTITUTION PARTICIPANT DE-
FINED.—For purposes of this paragraph, the 
term ‘financial institution participant’— 

‘‘(i) means a company that is predominantly 
engaged in financial activities (as defined in 
section 102(a) of the Dodd-Frank Wall Street 
Reform and Consumer Protection Act (12 U.S.C. 
5311(a))); and 

‘‘(ii) does not include an agency described in 
subparagraph (W) of section 5312(a)(2) of title 
31, United States Code, or an entity controlled 
or sponsored by such an agency.’’. 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section 
11(r)(2)(A) of such Act is amended— 

(1) in clause (ii)(IV), by striking ‘‘; and’’ and 
inserting a semicolon; 

(2) in clause (iii), by striking the period at the 
end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following new 
clause: 

‘‘(iv) the available members secure the affirm-
ative vote of not less than nine presidents of the 
Federal reserve banks.’’. 

SEC. 12. INTEREST RATES ON BALANCES MAIN-
TAINED AT A FEDERAL RESERVE 
BANK BY DEPOSITORY INSTITU-
TIONS ESTABLISHED BY FEDERAL 
OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE. 

Subparagraph (A) of section 19(b)(12) of the 
Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 461(b)(12)(A)) is 
amended by inserting ‘‘established by the Fed-
eral Open Market Committee’’ after ‘‘rate or 
rates’’. 

SEC. 13. AUDIT REFORM AND TRANSPARENCY 
FOR THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding section 714 
of title 31, United States Code, or any other pro-
vision of law, the Comptroller General of the 
United States shall complete an audit of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys-
tem and the Federal reserve banks under sub-
section (b) of such section 714 within 12 months 
after the date of the enactment of this Act. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days after 

the audit required pursuant to subsection (a) is 
completed, the Comptroller General— 

(A) shall submit to Congress a report on such 
audit; and 

(B) shall make such report available to the 
Speaker of the House, the majority and minority 
leaders of the House of Representatives, the ma-
jority and minority leaders of the Senate, the 
Chairman and Ranking Member of the com-
mittee and each subcommittee of jurisdiction in 
the House of Representatives and the Senate, 
and any other Member of Congress who requests 
the report. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report under paragraph 
(1) shall include a detailed description of the 
findings and conclusion of the Comptroller Gen-
eral with respect to the audit that is the subject 
of the report, together with such recommenda-
tions for legislative or administrative action as 
the Comptroller General may determine to be ap-
propriate. 

(c) REPEAL OF CERTAIN LIMITATIONS.—Sub-
section (b) of section 714 of title 31, United 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:31 Nov 19, 2015 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00053 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 6333 E:\CR\FM\A18NO7.051 H18NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8336 November 18, 2015 
States Code, is amended by striking the second 
sentence. 

(d) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 714 of title 31, United 
States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (d)(3), by striking ‘‘or (f)’’ 
each place such term appears; 

(B) in subsection (e), by striking ‘‘the third 
undesignated paragraph of section 13’’ and in-
serting ‘‘section 13(3)’’; and 

(C) by striking subsection (f). 
(2) FEDERAL RESERVE ACT.—Subsection (s) (re-

lating to ‘‘Federal Reserve Transparency and 
Release of Information’’) of section 11 of the 
Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 248) is amend-
ed— 

(A) in paragraph (4)(A), by striking ‘‘has the 
same meaning as in section 714(f)(1)(A) of title 
31, United States Code’’ and inserting ‘‘means a 
program or facility, including any special pur-
pose vehicle or other entity established by or on 
behalf of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System or a Federal reserve bank, au-
thorized by the Board of Governors under sec-
tion 13(3), that is not subject to audit under sec-
tion 714(e) of title 31, United States Code’’; 

(B) in paragraph (6), by striking ‘‘or in sec-
tion 714(f)(3)(C) of title 31, United States Code, 
the information described in paragraph (1) and 
information concerning the transactions de-
scribed in section 714(f) of such title,’’ and in-
serting ‘‘the information described in paragraph 
(1)’’; and 

(C) in paragraph (7), by striking ‘‘and section 
13(3)(C), section 714(f)(3)(C) of title 31, United 
States Code, and’’ and inserting ‘‘, section 
13(3)(C), and’’. 
SEC. 14. REPORTING REQUIREMENT FOR EXPORT- 

IMPORT BANK. 
The Board of Governors of the Federal Re-

serve System shall include, as part of the 
monthly Federal Reserve statistical release titled 
‘‘Industrial Production or Capacity Utilization’’ 
(or any successor release), an analysis of— 

(1) the impact on the index described in the 
statistical release due to the operation of the Ex-
port-Import Bank; and 

(2) the amount of foreign industrial produc-
tion supported by foreign export credit agencies, 
using the same method used to measure indus-
trial production in the statistical release and 
scaled to be comparable to the industrial pro-
duction measurement for the United States. 
SEC. 15. MEMBERSHIP OF BOARD OF DIRECTORS 

OF THE FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS. 
Section 4 of the Federal Reserve Act (12 U.S.C. 

302) is amended— 
(1) in the eleventh undesignated paragraph 

(relating to Class B), by striking ‘‘and con-
sumers’’ and inserting ‘‘consumers, and tradi-
tionally underserved communities and popu-
lations’’; and 

(2) in the twelfth undesignated paragraph (re-
lating to Class C), by striking ‘‘and consumers’’ 
and inserting ‘‘consumers, and traditionally un-
derserved communities and populations’’. 
SEC. 16. ESTABLISHMENT OF A CENTENNIAL 

MONETARY COMMISSION. 
(a) SHORT TITLE.—This section may be cited 

as the ‘‘Centennial Monetary Commission Act of 
2015’’. 

(b) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the following: 
(1) The Constitution endows Congress with 

the power ‘‘to coin money, regulate the value 
thereof’’. 

(2) Following the financial crisis known as 
the Panic of 1907, Congress established the Na-
tional Monetary Commission to provide rec-
ommendations for the reform of the financial 
and monetary systems of the United States. 

(3) Incorporating several of the recommenda-
tions of the National Monetary Commission, 

Congress created the Federal Reserve System in 
1913. As currently organized, the Federal Re-
serve System consists of the Board of Governors 
in Washington, District of Columbia, and the 
Federal Reserve Banks organized into 12 dis-
tricts around the United States. The stock-
holders of the 12 Federal Reserve Banks include 
national and certain State-chartered commercial 
banks, which operate on a fractional reserve 
basis. 

(4) Originally, Congress gave the Federal Re-
serve System a monetary mandate to provide an 
elastic currency, within the context of a gold 
standard, in response to seasonal fluctuations 
in the demand for currency. 

(5) Congress also gave the Federal Reserve 
System a financial stability mandate to serve as 
the lender of last resort to solvent but illiquid 
banks during a financial crisis. 

(6) In 1977, Congress changed the monetary 
mandate of the Federal Reserve System to a 
dual mandate for maximum employment and 
stable prices. 

(7) Empirical studies and historical evidence, 
both within the United States and in other 
countries, demonstrate that price stability is de-
sirable because both inflation and deflation 
damage the economy. 

(8) The economic challenge of recent years— 
most notably the bursting of the housing bubble, 
the financial crisis of 2008, and the ensuing ane-
mic recovery—have occurred at great cost in 
terms of lost jobs and output. 

(9) Policymakers are reexamining the struc-
ture and functioning of financial institutions 
and markets to determine what, if any, changes 
need to be made to place the financial system on 
a stronger, more sustainable path going for-
ward. 

(10) The Federal Reserve System has taken ex-
traordinary actions in response to the recent 
economic challenges. 

(11) The Federal Open Market Committee has 
engaged in multiple rounds of quantitative eas-
ing, providing unprecedented liquidity to finan-
cial markets, while committing to holding short- 
term interest rates low for a seemingly indefinite 
period, and pursuing a policy of credit alloca-
tion by purchasing Federal agency debt and 
mortgage-backed securities. 

(12) In the wake of the recent extraordinary 
actions of the Federal Reserve System, Con-
gress—consistent with its constitutional respon-
sibilities and as it has done periodically 
throughout the history of the United States— 
has once again renewed its examination of mon-
etary policy. 

(13) Central in such examination has been a 
renewed look at what is the most proper man-
date for the Federal Reserve System to conduct 
monetary policy in the 21st century. 

(c) ESTABLISHMENT OF A CENTENNIAL MONE-
TARY COMMISSION.—There is established a com-
mission to be known as the ‘‘Centennial Mone-
tary Commission’’ (in this section referred to as 
the ‘‘Commission’’). 

(d) STUDY AND REPORT ON MONETARY POL-
ICY.— 

(1) STUDY.—The Commission shall— 
(A) examine how United States monetary pol-

icy since the creation of the Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System in 1913 has af-
fected the performance of the United States 
economy in terms of output, employment, prices, 
and financial stability over time; 

(B) evaluate various operational regimes 
under which the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System and the Federal Open Mar-
ket Committee may conduct monetary policy in 
terms achieving the maximum sustainable level 
of output and employment and price stability 
over the long term, including— 

(i) discretion in determining monetary policy 
without an operational regime; 

(ii) price level targeting; 
(iii) inflation rate targeting; 
(iv) nominal gross domestic product targeting 

(both level and growth rate); 
(v) the use of monetary policy rules; and 
(vi) the gold standard; 
(C) evaluate the use of macro-prudential su-

pervision and regulation as a tool of monetary 
policy in terms of achieving the maximum sus-
tainable level of output and employment and 
price stability over the long term; 

(D) evaluate the use of the lender-of-last-re-
sort function of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System as a tool of monetary 
policy in terms of achieving the maximum sus-
tainable level of output and employment and 
price stability over the long term; and 

(E) recommend a course for United States 
monetary policy going forward, including— 

(i) the legislative mandate; 
(ii) the operational regime; 
(iii) the securities used in open market oper-

ations; and 
(iv) transparency issues. 
(2) REPORT.—Not later than December 1, 2016, 

the Commission shall submit to Congress and 
make publicly available a report containing a 
statement of the findings and conclusions of the 
Commission in carrying out the study under 
paragraph (1), together with the recommenda-
tions the Commission considers appropriate. 

(e) MEMBERSHIP.— 
(1) NUMBER AND APPOINTMENT.— 
(A) APPOINTED VOTING MEMBERS.—The Com-

mission shall contain 12 voting members as fol-
lows: 

(i) Six members appointed by the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, with four members 
from the majority party and two members from 
the minority party. 

(ii) Six members appointed by the President 
Pro Tempore of the Senate, with four members 
from the majority party and two members from 
the minority party. 

(B) CHAIRMAN.—The Speaker of the House of 
Representatives and the majority leader of the 
Senate shall jointly designate one of the mem-
bers of the Commission as Chairman. 

(C) NON-VOTING MEMBERS.—The Commission 
shall contain 2 non-voting members as follows: 

(i) One member appointed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury. 

(ii) One member who is the president of a dis-
trict Federal reserve bank appointed by the 
Chair of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. 

(2) PERIOD OF APPOINTMENT.—Each member 
shall be appointed for the life of the Commis-
sion. 

(3) TIMING OF APPOINTMENT.—All members of 
the Commission shall be appointed not later 
than 30 days after the date of the enactment of 
this section. 

(4) VACANCIES.—A vacancy in the Commission 
shall not affect its powers, and shall be filled in 
the manner in which the original appointment 
was made. 

(5) MEETINGS.— 
(A) INITIAL MEETING.—The Commission shall 

hold its initial meeting and begin the operations 
of the Commission as soon as is practicable. 

(B) FURTHER MEETINGS.—The Commission 
shall meet upon the call of the Chair or a major-
ity of its members. 

(6) QUORUM.—Seven voting members of the 
Commission shall constitute a quorum but a 
lesser number may hold hearings. 
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(7) MEMBER OF CONGRESS DEFINED.—In this 

subsection, the term ‘‘Member of Congress’’ 
means a Senator or a Representative in, or Dele-
gate or Resident Commissioner to, the Congress. 

(f) POWERS.— 
(1) HEARINGS AND SESSIONS.—The Commission 

or, on the authority of the Commission, any 
subcommittee or member thereof, may, for the 
purpose of carrying out this section, hold hear-
ings, sit and act at times and places, take testi-
mony, receive evidence, or administer oaths as 
the Commission or such subcommittee or member 
thereof considers appropriate. 

(2) CONTRACT AUTHORITY.—To the extent or in 
the amounts provided in advance in appropria-
tion Acts, the Commission may contract with 
and compensate government and private agen-
cies or persons to enable the Commission to dis-
charge its duties under this section, without re-
gard to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 
U.S.C. 5). 

(3) OBTAINING OFFICIAL DATA.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—The Commission is author-

ized to secure directly from any executive de-
partment, bureau, agency, board, commission, 
office, independent establishment, or instrumen-
tality of the Government, any information, in-
cluding suggestions, estimates, or statistics, for 
the purposes of this section. 

(B) REQUESTING OFFICIAL DATA.—The head of 
such department, bureau, agency, board, com-
mission, office, independent establishment, or 
instrumentality of the government shall, to the 
extent authorized by law, furnish such informa-
tion upon request made by— 

(i) the Chair; 
(ii) the Chair of any subcommittee created by 

a majority of the Commission; or 
(iii) any member of the Commission designated 

by a majority of the commission to request such 
information. 

(4) ASSISTANCE FROM FEDERAL AGENCIES.— 
(A) GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION.—The 

Administrator of General Services shall provide 
to the Commission on a reimbursable basis ad-
ministrative support and other services for the 
performance of the functions of the Commission. 

(B) OTHER DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES.—In 
addition to the assistance prescribed in subpara-
graph (A), at the request of the Commission, de-
partments and agencies of the United States 
shall provide such services, funds, facilities, 
staff, and other support services as may be au-
thorized by law. 

(5) POSTAL SERVICE.—The Commission may 
use the United States mails in the same manner 
and under the same conditions as other depart-
ments and agencies of the United States. 

(g) COMMISSION PERSONNEL.— 
(1) APPOINTMENT AND COMPENSATION OF 

STAFF.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Subject to rules prescribed 

by the Commission, the Chair may appoint and 
fix the pay of the executive director and other 
personnel as the Chair considers appropriate. 

(B) APPLICABILITY OF CIVIL SERVICE LAWS.— 
The staff of the Commission may be appointed 
without regard to the provisions of title 5, 
United States Code, governing appointments in 
the competitive service, and may be paid with-
out regard to the provisions of chapter 51 and 
subchapter III of chapter 53 of that title relating 
to classification and General Schedule pay 
rates, except that an individual so appointed 
may not receive pay in excess of level V of the 
Executive Schedule. 

(2) CONSULTANTS.—The Commission may pro-
cure temporary and intermittent services under 
section 3109(b) of title 5, United States Code, but 
at rates for individuals not to exceed the daily 
equivalent of the rate of pay for a person occu-
pying a position at level IV of the Executive 
Schedule. 

(3) STAFF OF FEDERAL AGENCIES.—Upon re-
quest of the Commission, the head of any Fed-

eral department or agency may detail, on a re-
imbursable basis, any of the personnel of such 
department or agency to the Commission to as-
sist it in carrying out its duties under this sec-
tion. 

(h) TERMINATION OF COMMISSION.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Commission shall termi-

nate on June 1, 2017. 
(2) ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIVITIES BEFORE TERMI-

NATION.—The Commission may use the period 
between the submission of its report and its ter-
mination for the purpose of concluding its ac-
tivities, including providing testimony to the 
committee of Congress concerning its report. 

(i) AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.— 
There is authorized to be appropriated to carry 
out this section $1,000,000, which shall remain 
available until the date on which the Commis-
sion terminates. 
SEC. 17. ELIMINATION OF SURPLUS FUNDS OF 

FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 7 of the Federal Re-

serve Act (12 U.S.C. 289 et seq.) is amended— 
(1) in subsection (a)— 
(A) in the heading of such subsection, by 

striking ‘‘AND SURPLUS FUNDS’’; and 
(B) In paragraph (2), by striking ‘‘deposited 

in the surplus fund of the bank’’ and inserting 
‘‘transferred to the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System for transfer to the Sec-
retary of the Treasury for deposit in the general 
fund of the Treasury’’; and 

(C) by striking the first subsection (b) (relat-
ing to a transfer for fiscal year 2000). 

(b) TRANSFER TO THE TREASURY.—The Federal 
Reserve banks shall transfer all of the funds of 
the surplus funds of such banks to the Board of 
Governers of the Federal Reserve System for 
transfer to the Secretary of the Treasury for de-
posit in the general fund of the Treasury. 

The Acting CHAIR. No further 
amendment to the bill, as amended, 
shall be in order except those printed 
in part C of House Report 114–341. Each 
such further amendment may be of-
fered only in the order printed in the 
report, by a Member designated in the 
report, shall be considered as read, 
shall be debatable for the time speci-
fied in the report equally divided and 
controlled by the proponent and an op-
ponent, shall not be subject to amend-
ment, and shall not be subject to a de-
mand for division of the question. 

AMENDMENT NO. 1 OFFERED BY MR. HECK OF 
WASHINGTON 

The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 
to consider amendment No. 1 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair, 
I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 5, line 8, strike ‘‘Not’’. 
Page 5, line 9, insert the following: 
‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—Not’’. 
Page 5, after line 15, insert the following: 
‘‘(2) EXCEPTION.—The requirements of para-

graph (1) shall not apply if the Federal Open 
Market Committee determines at the end of 
a meeting that the current conditions rep-
resent a significant divergence from the 
goals of maximum employment and stable 
prices described in section 2A.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 529, the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HECK) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair, 
I yield myself 21⁄2 minutes. 

Thus far, this has been an interesting 
debate that seems to have mostly re-
volved around a philosophical point. On 
the one hand, you have arguments for 
increased transparency and account-
ability. On the other hand, you have 
arguments against increased political 
interference by this institution. I have 
always proceeded with the assumption 
that philosophical debates are irrecon-
cilable in a lot of regards because you 
have to presume that the other side 
has a point of view. 

This is not why I oppose the under-
lying bill. Although I hasten to add, 
why anybody would ever want to give 
more authority and control over the le-
vers of the economy to this institution, 
with its track record in the last several 
years, including government shut-
downs and the like, is beyond me. 
Again, it is a philosophical debate. 

Here is what is not debatable: what is 
proposed in this bill doesn’t work. It 
does not work. Let’s back up. Essen-
tially, color it any way you want, this 
bill argues for the adoption of the so- 
called Taylor rule. What is that? 

The Taylor rule was devised by Pro-
fessor Taylor of Stanford in the 1990s, 
looking back at the experience of the 
economy and what the Fed had done 
using a mixture of GDP, GDP potential 
and inflation, and he derived a formula. 
The problem is, again, it does not 
work. That is why I have offered this 
amendment, which would provide the 
Fed the ability to opt out, if we get to 
a stressful situation where clearly the 
application of the Taylor rule wasn’t 
working. 

Here is the deal. I can prove to you 
that the Taylor rule wouldn’t work. 
Let me show you. We have had a couple 
of instances in recent history in which 
we can test the application of the Tay-
lor rule, both against the Fed’s mission 
to achieve price stability as well as 
achieve full employment. 

This chart tracks the years 1979 to 
1983. The red line is what the chair of 
the Fed, Mr. Volcker, utilized in the 
way of the actual Fed fund rates. The 
blue line is the Taylor rule. You can 
see that for many years, Mr. Volcker 
opted for a 5-percent increase over 
what the Taylor rule would have been. 
You can also see that Mr. Volcker was 
right, that he broke inflation. 

Now, unless we want to return to 12 
to 14 percent home mortgages and a 17 
to 18 percent inflation rate, we 
should—— 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. I yield my-
self an additional 30 seconds. 

Quickly, here is the chart for the 
most recent economic crisis. The red 
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line is what the Fed did. The Taylor 
rule is the blue line. This is unemploy-
ment. 

The Taylor rule would have provided, 
beginning back in 2010, substantially 
higher interest rates when unemploy-
ment rates were still unacceptably 
high. The Taylor rule doesn’t work. 
Adopt my amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

b 1845 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
do rise in opposition to the amend-
ment. The gentleman has clearly stat-
ed he doesn’t like the underlying bill, 
so his amendment simply guts the un-
derlying bill and allows the Fed to opt 
out of the underlying bill. 

I have listened carefully to the gen-
tleman’s interest and what he recited 
about the Taylor rule, but again I 
would encourage him to read the bill 
because he would then know, as I sus-
pect that he does, that the Federal Re-
serve under the FORM Act is not man-
dated to follow the Taylor rule. It is 
simply a comparison. So, if the Taylor 
rule is as bad as the gentleman claims 
it will be, then the FORM Act will re-
veal that to all the world. All the world 
will know this. 

However, I think if we study eco-
nomic history carefully, what we will 
discover is that, when the Fed used a 
more predictable, rules-based mone-
tary policy to where investors and 
businesses actually had some idea of 
what interest rates would be, the econ-
omy would flourish, as it did during 
the great moderation. 

So again, the FORM Act allows the 
Fed to use any monetary policy it 
wishes, to change the policy, to deviate 
from the policy, but it has to commu-
nicate that to the rest. That is essen-
tially what the FORM Act says. It is 
about communication. It doesn’t tell 
them how to conduct the policy. It 
does tell them how to communicate the 
policy to the American people, who de-
serve to know this from the single 
most important economic agency of 
government today. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENSARLING. I yield to the 
gentleman, the author of the FORM 
Act. 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. I appre-
ciate the chairman yielding to me on 
this. 

Exactly what you were talking about 
is the case. This is merely a benchmark 
guideline to measure against. In fact, 
in committee, when Chair Yellen was 
testifying in front of our committee, I 
suggested that, if they saw problems, 
that they would then put a floor or put 
a ceiling on any movement that could 
happen within that timeframe. I 
thought I gave a very helpful sugges-
tion that we call it the Yellen rule at 

that point, and she can claim credit for 
doing exactly what is being discussed. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Well, I thank the 
gentleman for his leadership on this. 

Again, I have portions of the act in 
front of me. The bill stipulates: ‘‘Noth-
ing in this Act shall be construed to re-
quire.’’ That is what the act says on a 
formal policy directive. ‘‘If the Federal 
Open Market Committee determines 
that such plans cannot or should not be 
achieved due to changing market con-
ditions.’’ 

Again this is about communication. 
When we have an economy that is 
underperforming, where had we only 
had the average recovery in the post- 
war era every man, woman, and child 
in America would have $6,000 more, 
millions would be back to work, I 
think the American people deserve to 
ask some hard questions. 

This is such an incredible red herring 
with this argument on independence. 
Mr. Chairman, the Board of Governors 
have 14-year terms—second only to 
lifetime appointments to the bench— 
14-year terms, independent funding of 
the congressional appropriations proc-
ess. And so now we don’t want them to 
answer some questions. 

Will their feelings get hurt if they 
are asked some tough questions by 
Members of Congress? Are they that 
delicate that they can’t conduct mone-
tary policy if in an open committee 
hearing they have to answer questions? 
I think the American people, Mr. 
Chairman, are saying: Give me a break. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself 11⁄2 minutes. 

Where is it? Bring it. If it is not the 
Taylor rule, it is some other rule that 
is going to work magically to achieve 
price stability and full employment, 
you think it exists somewhere? 

The Taylor rule is what is essentially 
referenced in the bill. You say: But it 
isn’t required. 

Okay. There is a better rule? Show 
your hand. It is time to lay your cards 
down. If there is actually some kind of 
mathematical magic formula that can 
always trump human judgment and 
changing economic circumstances, lay 
it on the table. But you haven’t done 
it. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. HECK of Washington. I would be 
glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Texas out of my extreme respect for 
both you and the prime sponsor of the 
bill. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Whether you call 
it a rule or a method or approach, the 
Fed is already doing something. They 
are looking at variables, and they are 
making decisions. All we are asking is 
that they communicate that to the 
rest of the American people. Ask them 
what their rule is. We would like to 
know. That is what the FORM Act is 
all about. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Their rule 
is to break the back of inflation. Their 

rule is to achieve increased employ-
ment. That is the rule they use. Exer-
cising, yes, judgment based upon ever- 
changing economic circumstances. 

But to suggest that you can arbi-
trarily apply a formula without being 
willing to advance the formula, you 
want disclosure, you want trans-
parency? Start with you. Put your rule 
on the table. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Again, it is up to 

the Fed. You can’t argue this both 
ways. The FORM Act is not imposing a 
rule. The Fed says that it is data de-
pendent. What is the data? What is the 
reaction function? Tell us what you are 
doing. If you decide tomorrow morning 
you want to do it differently, that is 
fine. Just tell the rest of us. 

In this economy that continues to 
underperform, an economy that con-
tinues to suffer, monetary policy ought 
to be made clear and transparent to 
the American people. That is what the 
FORM Act demands. 

I yield the remaining 15 seconds to 
the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 
HUIZENGA). 

Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan. Mr. 
Chairman, I don’t trust Congress 
enough for us to come up with the rule, 
which is why I wrote into the bill that 
the Fed develops the rule, the guide-
line, the benchmark that they put for-
ward. We know they do this already. 
They look at the Taylor rule, they look 
at a number of other models, and they 
then go advance forward with the best 
policy that they think is the right 
thing. We are just asking them to com-
municate that to Congress and the 
American people. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
urge a rejection of the amendment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-

man, with all due respect to my friend 
from Michigan, you didn’t put the for-
mula in the bill because it doesn’t 
exist. If it did, you would have put it 
in. If there would have been an abso-
lute magic formula that would keep 
this economy at full employment and 
price stability, we would have it on the 
table, but no such formula exists. That 
is why you didn’t put it in the bill. It 
doesn’t exist. 

Adopt the amendment. Allow the Fed 
to do the job to achieve price stability 
and full employment. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR (Mr. WOODALL). 

The question is on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. HECK). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. HECK OF 

WASHINGTON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 2 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-
man, I have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 
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Page 6, line 25, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 7, line 3, strike the period at the end 

and insert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 7, after line 3, insert the following: 
‘‘(9) include a plan to use the most accu-

rate data, subject to all historical revisions, 
for inputs into the Directive Policy Rule and 
the Reference Policy Rule.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 529, the gentleman 
from Washington (Mr. HECK) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Washington. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-
man, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this 
amendment is to ask the Fed to build 
a time machine because, frankly, that 
is the only way that this bill works. 

You see, the fact of the matter is 
that, when Mr. Taylor, Professor Tay-
lor, devised his study, which was 
groundbreaking, was important, he did 
so in the 1990s, looking back over the 
previous 10 years which, as I indicated 
earlier, was an unusually fairly stable 
period of time, unusually fairly stable, 
not an exceptional performance, good 
or bad, in the economy. 

He did so with the benefit of data 
that had been updated over time, be-
cause, you see, the Bureau of Economic 
Analysis doesn’t just do one fixed num-
ber that people get to rely on. In fact, 
in the first year they put out not one, 
not two, but three updates, called the 
advanced estimate, the preliminary es-
timate, and the final estimate. 

But wait, there is more, to quote the 
Ronco ad. The next year they update 
again. That is called the annual reesti-
mate. But wait, there is more. Every 5 
years they do a benchmark reestimate. 
That is the data that Professor Taylor 
had the advantage of. 

In essence, to ask the Fed to utilize 
or apply the Taylor rule or any such 
thing like it, which does not exist, is to 
ask them to have the benefit of data 
which is not final. 

I don’t know about you, but every 
month when the unemployment num-
bers come out, I have begun to view 
them pretty skeptically over the years. 
We all know the reason for that: be-
cause they get revised so much—so 
much. 

At the beginning of President 
Obama’s first term, when he indicated, 
as is often cited, that he would act to 
get unemployment no higher than 8 
percent, he was doing so on the basis of 
the first estimate, which said it was 6.7 
percent or something like that. The re-
vision was 7.8 percent 3 months later. 

So the fact of the matter is the Tay-
lor rule or anything like it has the ad-
vantage of hindsight, which no rule can 
fully incorporate. 

The purpose of this amendment—vote 
for it, vote against it—is if you want to 
do this, build yourself a time machine, 
because that is the only way you can 
reasonably, with any sense of scholar-
ship and solid research, be able to de-
vise a formula that would work be-

cause we don’t know the conditions 
until quite sometime later. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
although I am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, 

just to throw my friend and colleague a 
curve ball, I will support his amend-
ment. Although, I must admit, I am 
somewhat surprised and shocked, given 
the debate of the last, that he would 
want to interfere in the independence 
of the Fed and require them to use 
fully revised data. 

I will, nonetheless, support the 
amendment, notwithstanding the in-
trusion upon their independence. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. HECK of Washington. Mr. Chair-
man, I am not often speechless in the 
face of my friend from Texas’ remarks. 

Look, we cannot perform a calcula-
tion without accurate data. If you are 
going to join me and throw in with H. 
G. Wells and a great heritage of both 
literature and cinema history regard-
ing time travel, then I can do nothing 
but shockingly accept your gracious 
support of this amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr. HECK). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT NO. 3 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 3 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Page 44, line 25, insert ‘‘annually’’ after 
‘‘shall’’. 

Page 45, line 7, strike ‘‘the audit’’ and in-
sert ‘‘each audit’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 529, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would simply make the 
one-time audit required by section 13 of 
this bill an annual audit. A 2011 GAO 
audit of the Fed, the only independent 
Fed audit in its 102-year history, de-
tailed how the United States provided 
at least $16 trillion in loans to bail out 
American and foreign banks and busi-
nesses. 

With an annual audit, Congress is at 
a great advantage in how to avoid 

waste, fraud, and abuse at the Fed. I 
urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to claim the 
time in opposition to the amendment, 
although I am not opposed. 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 

from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 
Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 

want to thank the gentleman from 
Florida for his amendment. I rise in 
support of the amendment. 

The FORM Act provides for GAO au-
dits of the Federal Reserve but is silent 
as to the frequency of when audits 
should occur. I think the gentleman 
makes a compelling case. 

This will clarify that GAO should 
audit the Fed on an annual basis, and 
it will serve to help inform Congress 
and the American people with regular 
updates on the Fed’s activities. It will 
promote greater transparency and ac-
countability, which is the objective of 
the bill. 

I urge all Members to adopt the 
amendment. I thank the gentleman for 
his leadership here. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

b 1900 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 4 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

AMENDMENT NO. 5 OFFERED BY MR. GRAYSON 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 5 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I have 
an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following: 
SEC. 17. AMENDMENT TO FEDERAL RESERVE DIS-

TRICTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 2 of the Federal 

Reserve Act, (12 U.S.C. 222 et seq.) is amend-
ed— 

(1) by striking ‘‘twelve’’ each place such 
term appears and inserting ‘‘fifteen’’; 

(2) by inserting after the fourth sentence 
the following: ‘‘One such Federal reserve dis-
tricts shall be for Northern California (lo-
cated in San Francisco), one such district 
shall be for Southern California (located in 
Los Angeles), and one such district shall be 
for Florida (located in Orlando). The border 
between the two California districts shall be 
drawn so that the districts are contiguous 
and compact, the population of the districts 
is approximately equal, and the districts do 
not divide any California county border as in 
existence on the date of enactment of this 
sentence.’’ 
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(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.—Section 16 

of such Act is amended by striking ‘‘twelve’’ 
and inserting ‘‘fifteen’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 529, the gentleman 
from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON) and a 
Member opposed each will control 5 
minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Florida. 

Mr. GRAYSON. Mr. Chairman, my 
amendment would increase the number 
of Federal Reserve Districts from 12 to 
15. The three new districts would be for 
northern California, southern Cali-
fornia, and Florida; based in San Fran-
cisco, Los Angeles, and Orlando. No 
current Federal Reserve banks would 
be relocated as a result. 

Take a look at the map to my right 
and you will see a map that is over a 
century old. The Federal Reserve Dis-
tricts have not been updated signifi-
cantly since they were first established 
in 1913—102 years ago. It is time to 
bring our Federal Reserve Districts 
into the 21st century. 

Right now, for instance, one district 
represents everywhere from Utah to 
the Pacific Ocean, including Alaska 
and Hawaii. The three new districts 
would be centered in three of the fast-
est growing regions of our country in 
terms of both population and economic 
growth. 

In 1913, the 12th district, based in San 
Francisco, had only 6 percent of the 
population of the United States. In 
2000, it had 19 percent, or 65 million 
Americans. 

As you can see from the next chart, 
districts designed originally a century 
ago to have equal population have 
reached the point where one district 
has 10 times the population of another 
district. 

In the case of the Western district, it 
now includes a total of nine States 
jumbled together, California and eight 
surrounding States. Similarly, the dis-
trict including Florida and the neigh-
boring States has grown to 45 million 
Americans—twice the average. It com-
bines Florida and five neighboring 
States. It is time for the Fed to recog-
nize this change in where Americans 
live. 

A similar change has been made in 
the court systems over the year. The 
tenth circuit was taken out of the 
eighth circuit when the population in-
creased to the point where it was no 
longer sustainable as a single circuit 
court. 

Similarly, the 11th circuit—my cir-
cuit—was carved out of the fifth circuit 
for exactly the same reason. But the 
Fed districts have remained static now 
for a century. 

I am proud to introduce this amend-
ment to modernize the Federal Service 
to more accurately reflect who we are 
as Americans and where we live and 
where we work. 

I yield to the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS). 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, while I appreciate the spirit 

of the amendment, which seeks to en-
sure that the most populous regions of 
the country have adequate representa-
tion within the Federal Reserve sys-
tem, I am concerned that the amend-
ment does not fully contemplate the 
implications of adding the additional 
reserve districts. 

For example, the amendment would 
add a Federal Reserve District 
headquartered in San Francisco, a city 
which is already home to a Federal Re-
serve bank. Furthermore, the current 
Federal Reserve Bank of San Francisco 
has a number of branches located 
throughout the West, including one in 
Los Angeles, a city which would be 
home to another Federal Reserve Bank 
under the gentleman from Florida’s 
amendment. 

The amendment also does not address 
how the new Reserve Banks would par-
ticipate in the current rotation on the 
Federal Open Market Committee, a 
matter which is prescribed by law 
under section 12(a) of the Federal Re-
serve Act. 

Rather than add an additional Re-
serve Bank or additional Reserve 
Banks to the Federal Reserve system, I 
respectfully submit that the desired ef-
fects of this amendment to provide 
greater diverse range of views across 
our country could more usefully be 
achieved without increasing the num-
ber of regional Reserve Banks and 
within the confines of the current sys-
tem. 

The Acting CHAIR. The time of the 
gentleman from Florida has expired. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Texas is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. HENSARLING. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to—I guess to put it civilly—gent-
ly oppose the amendment from the gen-
tleman from Florida. 

I think the gentleman from Florida 
does make some good points. These 
Federal Reserve Districts, in some re-
spects, are anachronistic. They were 
derived from our early 20th century 
history. I do believe that it is a subject 
that needs to be looked at. I am just 
not prepared to say today that the gen-
tleman has necessarily gotten it right. 

There is probably something very hu-
morous today about siting a Federal 
Reserve Bank in the same city as Dis-
ney World. I will refrain from making 
any such humorous references. 

But, again, I think the gentleman 
makes a good point. I would like this 
issue to go through regular order. I be-
lieve it is a matter that Chairman 
HUIZENGA and the Monetary Policy and 
Trade Subcommittee of our full com-
mittee will be taking a look at: Are 
these appropriate cities for the Federal 
Reserve Banks to be sited? 

So, again, I thank the gentleman for 
bringing the matter to the House’s at-
tention, I thank him for bringing it to 
my attention, but I am not prepared to 
say that San Francisco, L.A., or Or-
lando are necessarily the places that 
Federal Reserve Banks ought to end 

up, without going through regular 
order. 

So I want to look at the matter, but 
I would otherwise encourage Members 
at this time to reject the amendment 
of the gentleman from Florida. I would 
ask the House to reject the amendment 
at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GRAYSON). 

The amendment was rejected. 
AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED BY MR. KING OF 

IOWA 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 6 printed in 
part C of House Report 114–341. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
have an amendment at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

Add at the end the following: 
SEC. 17. PUBLIC TRANSCRIPTS OF FOMC MEET-

INGS. 
Section 12A of the Federal Reserve Act (12 

U.S.C. 263), as amended by this Act, is fur-
ther amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(e) PUBLIC TRANSCRIPTS OF MEETINGS.— 
The Committee shall— 

‘‘(1) record all meetings of the Committee; 
and 

‘‘(2) make the full transcript of such meet-
ings available to the public.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 529, the gentleman 
from Iowa (Mr. KING) and a Member op-
posed each will control 5 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment No. 6 is an amendment 
that addresses the transparency that 
we have heard much dialogue about in 
the debate here on the floor, especially 
from members of the Financial Serv-
ices Committee. 

It is an amendment that requires 
that the records of the Federal Open 
Market Committee be recorded, in the 
same fashion that our committee 
meetings are recorded, and made pub-
lic. 

The FOMC sets the monetary policy 
for the U.S. economy, but there is no 
law that compels the Fed to release 
FOMC meeting transcripts to the pub-
lic. The details of the meetings are cru-
cial for an accurate understanding of 
how the Fed views the state of the 
economy and the reasoning behind Fed 
policy and actions. That has also been 
a significant part of our debate here 
with the underlying bill. 

So, my amendment directs them to 
keep a transcript, keep a record, and 
make that record public. It compels 
those transcripts to be made public so 
that those of us here in the United 
States Congress, but also people in 
households and businesses across the 
country, can have a look into the deci-
sions that are made and especially the 
rationale behind those decisions of the 
full proceedings of the Federal Open 
Market Committee. 
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Every congressional hearing makes 

these transcripts publicly available. 
That is what my amendment does. It 
requires the FOMC to do the same. And 
I would urge its adoption. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. JODY B. HICE 
of Georgia). The gentlewoman is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Mr. Chair, the amendment would, at 
best, duplicate the Federal Reserve’s 
current policy regarding the disclosure 
of transcripts and, at worst, falsely 
imply that the Federal Reserve would 
be prohibited from exercising its dis-
cretion in determining when to release 
FOMC meeting transcripts in accord-
ance with prudent monetary policy. 
After all, communication in and of 
itself is a key monetary policy tool, 
and it would be unwise to tie the Fed’s 
hands when it comes to using it. 

Furthermore, any failure to allow 
the Federal Reserve to strike the ap-
propriate balance between trans-
parency and the disclosure of poten-
tially market-moving information, 
particularly at a time of financial 
stress, would have significant adverse 
impacts on our economy and could, in 
turn, have a chilling effect on mone-
tary policy deliberations. 

To underscore the fact that this po-
tentially harmful amendment is com-
pletely unnecessary, I think it is also 
worth pointing out that the Federal 
Reserve is already a leader among cen-
tral banks in advanced economies when 
it comes to making its transcripts 
available to the public. 

While the Federal Reserve releases 
transcripts with a 5-year lag, other ad-
vanced economies have adopted re-
quirements to release transcripts after 
much longer periods. Japan’s Central 
Bank releases transcripts to the public 
after 10 years, and the European Union 
releases transcripts after 20 years. 

In addition to releasing transcripts 
to the public, the Federal Reserve em-
ploys a range of additional measures to 
enhance the public’s understanding of 
the Federal Open Market Committee’s 
views and expectations. For example, 
the Federal Reserve issues a statement 
following the conclusion of each of its 
meetings that includes the Federal Re-
serve’s policy decisions and its ration-
ale, includes the vote of each FOMC 
member, and provides a short summary 
of any dissenting views. 

The Federal Reserve also releases de-
tailed minutes that are released on a 3- 
week lag following each FOMC meet-
ing. The minutes contain a detailed 
discussion of the policy deliberations 
and the range of views that were pre-
sented and includes votes on each pol-
icy action taken by each FOMC mem-
ber. 

Since 2011, the Chair of the Federal 
Reserve gives a press conference fol-
lowing each FOMC meeting for which a 

summary of economic projections is 
prepared, amounting to four press con-
ferences each year. This provides the 
opportunity for the Chair to explain 
her views and respond to questions 
from the financial press. 

In January 2012, the Federal Open 
Market Committee also published a 
statement of longer-run goals and mon-
etary policy strategy in which it out-
lined how it would assess its compli-
ance with statutory mandates to pro-
mote full employment and price sta-
bility. Subsequently, in September 
2014, the Federal Reserve published a 
statement outlining its policy, normal-
ization principles, and plans. 

Finally, the Federal Reserve, as it is 
required by law, regularly testifies be-
fore the House and Senate on monetary 
policy matters on no less than two oc-
casions a year. Chairman Yellen has 
made herself available to testify on 
regulatory matters at the request of 
Congress. 

So, all of this is to say that claims 
that the Federal Reserve lacks trans-
parency or doesn’t communicate its 
thinking to the public just don’t hold 
up to the facts. 

I urge Members to oppose this 
amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

MODIFICATION TO AMENDMENT NO. 6 OFFERED 
BY MR. KING OF IOWA 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent to modify my 
amendment with the form I have 
placed at the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will re-
port the modification. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Modification to amendment No. 6 of-

fered by Mr. KING of Iowa: 
Add at the end the following: 
Page 53, line 4, strike ‘‘and’’. 
Page 53, line 11, strike the period and in-

sert ‘‘; and’’. 
Page 53, after line 11, insert the following: 
(F) consider the effects of the GDP output 

and employment targets of the ‘‘dual man-
date’’ (both from the creation of the dual 
mandate in 1977 until the present time and 
estimates of the future effect of the dual 
mandate ) on— 

(i) United States economic activity; 
(ii) Federal Reserve actions; and 
(iii) Federal debt. 
Page 53, line 18, add at the end the fol-

lowing: ‘‘In making such report, the Com-
mission shall specifically report on the con-
siderations required under paragraph 
(1)(F).’’. 

b 1915 

The Acting CHAIR. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
The Acting CHAIR. The amendment 

is modified. 
The Chair recognizes the gentleman 

from Iowa. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

want to thank the ranking member for 
her cooperation and opportunity to 
have this debate, and I will just address 
it briefly. 

In 1977, Congress established what is 
known as the dual mandate. The dual 

mandate set the goals of the Federal 
Reserve System and the Federal Open 
Market Committee to include goals of 
maximum employment and stable 
prices. 

There has been a lot of debate about 
whether the tension of those two issues 
has brought about decisions of the Fed 
that might have otherwise been dif-
ferent, and so this amendment requires 
a study to be done in order to take a 
look at the effects of the dual mandate. 
It is pretty simple that way, and I urge 
its support and adoption. 

I circle back then to the transcripts. 
And in response to the gentlewoman’s 
comments, I would just remind Mem-
bers of Congress that we do keep 
records in all of our proceedings. There 
is a transcript taking place right now 
of these proceedings, of each of our 
committees and subcommittees. They 
are available to the public, and, in fact, 
we are on C–SPAN with almost all of 
our subcommittees and committees 
today. 

We are open. We are open records, 
and there is much sunlight on what we 
do. And yet, many of the decisions that 
we make here have far less impact on 
the American citizen than the deci-
sions made by the Fed. 

So, again, I urge the adoption of this 
modified amendment. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Chair, continuing time in opposi-
tion, first, the notion that the Federal 
Reserve’s large-scale asset purchases 
did not help the economy and job 
growth is simply false. The forceful and 
sustained actions that the Federal Re-
serve took in recent years to bring us 
out of a recession and into recovery are 
well-documented and cannot be over-
looked. 

For instance, the November jobs re-
port showed the economy added a 
whopping 271,000 jobs in October, push-
ing the unemployment rate down and, 
even further, to 5 percent and bringing 
the total number of private sector jobs 
created to more than 13.3 million over 
the past 68 months. 

Second, the amendment’s implica-
tion that the Federal Reserve’s mone-
tary policy has added to the U.S. na-
tional debt is also demonstrably false. 
Although raising revenue is not the 
purpose of monetary policy, as a con-
sequence of the Federal Reserve’s ac-
tions in recent years, it has generated 
substantial sums in the hundreds of 
billions of dollars which has returned 
to the Treasury. These sums have re-
duced the deficit, not contributed to it. 

Rather than relentlessly attacking 
the Federal Reserve and taking steps 
to undermine their independence, all of 
us really should be thanking them for 
what they have done to get our econ-
omy back on track. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield such time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from Texas (Mr. HEN-
SARLING). 

Mr. HENSARLING. I thank the gen-
tleman for yielding. 
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I want to urge all Members of the 

House to adopt his amendment. With 
respect to full transcripts of the FOMC 
meetings, all this is doing is simply 
codifying a current practice. It is sim-
ply to make sure that there is a trans-
parency, at least this level of trans-
parency, that the Fed doesn’t back-
slide. 

With respect to the dual mandate, 
the truth is the Fed has many man-
dates and they all ought to be exam-
ined. The Fed has been around for 100 
years. It is time to poke under the 
hood. That is why we are having the 
Centennial Monetary Commission, and 
I think it is important that we take a 
good look to see if, at times, these are 
working at cross purposes. 

So I thank the gentleman from Iowa 
for his leadership. I urge all Members 
to adopt his amendment. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The Acting CHAIR. The question is 
on the amendment, as modified, offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
KING). 

The amendment, as modified, was 
agreed to. 

The Acting CHAIR. There being no 
further amendments, under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly, the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
WALKER) having assumed the chair, Mr. 
JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Acting Chair 
of the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under con-
sideration the bill (H.R. 3189) to amend 
the Federal Reserve Act to establish 
requirements for policy rules and 
blackout periods of the Federal Open 
Market Committee, to establish re-
quirements for certain activities of the 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System, and to amend title 31, 
United States Code, to reform the man-
ner in which the Board of Governors of 
the Federal Reserve System is audited, 
and for other purposes, and, pursuant 
to House Resolution 529, he reported 
the bill back to the House with sundry 
further amendments adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or-
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
further amendment reported from the 
Committee of the Whole? If not, the 
Chair will put them en gros. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 1(c) of rule XIX, further 
consideration of H.R. 3189 is postponed. 

f 

RECOGNIZING THE AURORA RE-
GIONAL CHAMBER OF COM-
MERCE 
(Mr. FOSTER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to recognize the Aurora Regional 
Chamber of Commerce in Aurora, Illi-
nois. 

For their dedication to hiring vet-
erans in our community, the group re-
cently received the Three Star Cham-
ber of Valor Award by the United 
States Chamber of Commerce. They 
were recognized for their participation 
in the Hiring Our Heroes program and 
for encouraging local businesses to pro-
vide access to good-paying jobs for the 
men and women who have served our 
country in uniform. 

Of course, they didn’t do it on their 
own, so I would like to join the Cham-
ber in recognizing a few local busi-
nesses who have taken the lead in hir-
ing and supporting veterans: Old Sec-
ond Bank, Alarm Detection Systems, 
and The Studio at 46 West, a veteran- 
owned business. 

I would also like to join the Chamber 
in recognizing the Roosevelt Aurora 
Post No. 84 of the American Legion for 
their work in serving the community. 

I would like to thank the members of 
the Aurora Regional Chamber of Com-
merce and all of the local businesses in 
our community who have made hiring 
veterans a priority. 

f 

VIOLENT EXTREMISM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

JODY B. HICE of Georgia). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the gentlewoman from New Jer-
sey (Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN) is recog-
nized for 60 minutes as the designee of 
the minority leader. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members have 5 legislative days to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of my Special Order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. Mr. 

Speaker, last week, after many of us 
had returned to our homes across the 
country, while our constituents were 
enjoying the beginning of their week-
end, Paris fell victim to one of the 
most violent terrorist attacks in re-
cent memory. 

Nohemi Gonzalez, an American stu-
dent studying architecture abroad, was 
among those killed. 

A day earlier, in Beirut, dozens of in-
nocent lives were cut short in a coordi-
nated attack on that city. 

Earlier this year, an attack at 
Garissa University in Kenya left 147 
dead. 

And just yesterday, a suicide bomber 
killed 34 people in Yola, Nigeria. That 
attack was followed by two more 
today, driving the number of lives lost 
there to 49. 

Before we go any further, Mr. Speak-
er, I would ask for a moment of silence 

to remember the lives of those who 
have been lost. 

Mr. Speaker, the world is facing an 
incredible wave of violence with the 
single purpose of stoking fear. It is the 
kind of fear that keeps us from solving 
problems and that paralyzes us into in-
action. It is the kind of fear that we 
are hearing in the calls to block refu-
gees from seeking shelter here in the 
United States, violating all of our val-
ues because of an immediate emotional 
reaction. 

The individuals who committed these 
atrocious acts of violence are counting 
on us to fall into that kind of fear, and 
that is why it is so important not to. 

We must stand with our allies in 
Paris. We must stand with the inno-
cent in Beirut and Garissa and Nigeria. 
We must stand firm in our role as 
world leaders and as part of an inter-
national coalition dedicated to bring-
ing down ISIS. 

We must stand for the values that 
have always been paramount in the 
United States, and one of those values 
is opening our doors to those seeking 
safety. 

We cannot turn our backs to the hu-
manitarian crisis facing the Syrians 
refugees. They are fleeing a conflict 
they are not responsible for and want 
no part in. They have lost their homes, 
their jobs, and members of their fami-
lies. The only thing that many of them 
are seeking is a chance to start over. 
The vast majority of these refugees are 
women and children. 

Even more importantly, agencies in-
volved with allowing them to enter will 
prioritize survivors of violence and tor-
ture and those with severe illnesses. 

If we can do it safely, verifying the 
identities and backgrounds of those 
seeking safety here in the United 
States, and developing systems to en-
sure that we don’t let in anyone seek-
ing to harm us, then we must help 
these refugees. It is not just our re-
sponsibility as a world leader; it is the 
right thing to do as a nation of immi-
grants. 

While we can’t remove every risk, we 
do have an intensive screening process 
in place, and refugees receive the 
greatest scrutiny of any individual 
coming here. The FBI’s Terrorist 
Screening Center, the Department of 
Homeland Security, the Department of 
State, the Department of Defense, and 
the National Counterterrorism Center 
are all involved in the process of clear-
ing these people. 

As recent events have shown us, the 
threat of ISIS is real. The terror that 
they spread across the world, the vio-
lence they perpetrate, and their dis-
regard for innocent human life are all 
despicable. 

We have a chance right now to build 
something positive from these trage-
dies. We must unify as a global commu-
nity against the evil of ISIS and in sup-
port of peace and freedom and human-
ity. 

The only goal of ISIS is to destroy 
life. By giving refugees the opportunity 
to escape, we can save them. 
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Mr. Speaker, I know that I join all of 

my colleagues in prayer for the lives 
that were lost in Paris and elsewhere 
and for the hundreds more that were 
injured in the attacks. I pray for solace 
for those who have lost their loved 
ones and friends. I pray for peace 
around the world. I pray for the good 
that we can do, as a country, that will 
build consensus with coalitions and 
partners around the world. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative WATSON COLEMAN for her 
leadership in tonight’s special order as we 
grapple with the horrendous terrorist attacks in 
Paris and Beruit as well as today’s attack in 
Nigeria, claimed by Boko Haram. 

In the past week alone, we have seen lives 
lost in Nigeria, France and Beruit. 

Our prayers are with the victims and their 
families. 

The Paris, France attacks last Friday, No-
vember 13, which claimed 128 lives and many 
more injured, as we know was claimed by 
ISIS. 

There were also 43 killed during a suicide 
bombing in Beruit, Lebanon with over 200 in-
jured. 

Just today in Yola, Adamawa State, Nigeria, 
authorities inform us that an 11 year old sui-
cide bomber targeted a market and detonated 
a bomb killing her, 30 others and injuring over 
70 market goers. 

The terrorist group Boko Haram claimed re-
sponsibility for the attacks as retaliation for 
President Buhari’s commitment for combatting 
violent extremism in Nigeria. 

The recent events underscore that we can-
not let fear rule us but rather we must fight 
back against those who threaten our well 
being and security. 

At the same time, we must work on creating 
resources for victims of terror and those who 
have been displaced as a result of conflict and 
sectarian violence. 

This is why I introduced H. Res. 528, legis-
lation that enjoyed bipartisan support of my 
colleagues including Representatives CHU 
from California, DOLD from Illinois, HAHN from 
California, KELLY from Illinois, FUDGE from 
Ohio, WATSON COLEMAN from New Jersey, SE-
WELL from Alabama, BERNIE THOMPSON from 
Mississippi and my good friend Ms. WILSON of 
course from Florida. 

My resolution seeks to create a Victims of 
Terror Protection Fund for the displaced refu-
gees, migrants and victims of Boko Haram’s 
terror in the region. 

It is our American value to fight for those 
who are seeking refuge and needing protec-
tion. 

As founder and Co-Chair of the Congres-
sional Nigerian Caucus, I have been spending 
a lot of time on this issue since the Chibok in-
cident. 

The past week has been a very trying time 
for the world family as we grapple with the re-
ality of terrorists wreaking havoc in our world. 

One only needs to look at the current news 
events across the globe to appreciate the im-
perative of countering violent extremism, em-
powering and protecting victims of terror, refu-
gees and displaced persons. 

In the past three months alone, ISIS has 
claimed responsibility for crimes, atrocities and 
terroristic attacks, claiming lives in Saudi Ara-
bia, Yemen, Egypt, Beirut and Paris. 

Daesh-ISIL also known as ISIS and other 
terrorist networks that have pled allegiance to 
ISIS such as Boko Haram today pose the 
gravest extremist threat faced by our genera-
tion and those of our children. 

But we must not be moved by their evil 
ways, for eventually, the arc of the moral uni-
verse always tips on the side of justice, of 
peace, of equity of the rule of law. 

This is why I remain steadfast in my com-
mitment to combatting violent extremism and 
protecting victims. 

As a result of terrorism in the region and 
Boko Haram in particular in Nigeria, recent re-
ports inform us that Nigeria has the highest 
number of displaced persons in Africa and the 
third largest in the world following Syria and 
Columbia. 

The recent coordinated attacks in Paris, fol-
lowing military interventions by at least two 
United Nations Security Council permanent 
members: Russia and France, highlights the 
fact that we are dealing with an enemy of hu-
manity and compels us to launch an inter-
national and coordinated strategy to diminish 
ISIS to protect our children and our children’s 
children. 

The recent events underscore the impor-
tance of a Comprehensive Convention on 
International Terrorism to degrade and perma-
nently destroy ISIS and its vitriolic ideology 
that is inflicting pain on innocent people. 

The humanitarian crises triggered by sec-
tarian and ideological violence has plagued 
our world at a disheartening rate, comparable 
to or surpassing the numbers from World War 
II according to some estimates. 

According to one United Nations High Com-
missioner for Refugees (UNHCR’s) annual 
Global Trends report, which is based on data 
compiled by governments and non-govern-
mental partner organizations, and from the or-
ganization’s own records, over 60 million peo-
ple have been forcibly displaced across the 
globe. 

Moreover, according to a report by the Inter-
national Displacement Monitor Center, an esti-
mated 3,300,000 persons have been dis-
placed and 5,500 killed as a result of the vio-
lence wreaked by Boko Haram. 

One United Nations Children’s Fund 
(UNICEF) report asserts that as the most pop-
ulous nation in Africa with 174,000,000 per-
sons, 1,500,000 people have fled their homes 
to escape Boko Haram. 

In April, 2014, 276 girls were terrorized and 
kidnapped from their dormitories in Chibok by 
Boko Haram. 

In addition to the still missing Chibok girls, 
approximately 3,300,000 persons are dis-
placed in the Lake Chad Basin which sits on 
the edge of the Sahara which encompasses 
Chad, Cameroon, Niger and Nigeria. 

We must not forget these girls, refugees 
and displaced persons and must work to pro-
vide the support they will need to recover from 
the trauma they have suffered. 

The victims will be in dire need of humani-
tarian assistance which the Victims of Terror 
Protection Fund can provide. 

The Victims of Terror Protection Fund 
should be modeled after the cases of 
Khazistan and Equatorial Guinea where prior 
kleptocracy initiatives have been created to 
benefit communities and victims in need of 
support. 

A kleptocracy is when a government in 
power exploits or steals national resources, 

which unfortunately has happened all too often 
across the globe. 

The United States Department of Justice 
through its Kleptocracy Asset Recovery Initia-
tive has identified the forfeited ‘‘Abacha loot,’’ 
funds stolen by former Nigerian dictator Sanni 
Abacha. 

As we understand it the ‘‘Abacha loot’’ is the 
largest kleptocracy forfeiture action ever 
brought in the United States resulting in a 
$450,000,000 judgment of the forfeited assets 
facilitated by Justice’s remarkable Kleptocracy 
Asset Recovery Initiative. 

The Abacha Administration embezzled Nige-
rian public funds under among other false 
claims, that the Administration was investing in 
national security measures to protect Nigeria 
and the Nigerian people. 

As we all see now, as a result of or in part 
because of the Abacha Administration’s failure 
to invest in and implement security measures, 
the security in Nigeria and the region is ten-
uous, with the country and region currently 
under continuous threat by the ISIS affiliated 
group Boko Haram. 

Boko Haram and other sectarian terrorists 
have trafficked, kidnapped, murdered and 
caused the displacement of millions of chil-
dren, women and men. 

Recovered victims displaced by terrorist ac-
tivity as well as refugees, migrants and inter-
nally displaced persons fleeing for their lives 
will be in dire need of protection and support. 

A Victim of Terror Protection Fund can sup-
ply health aid, educational support, employ-
ment training, economic empowerment, dignity 
and overall improved social welfare of these 
victims. 

I continue to have a deep appreciation of 
the patriotism, resilience, and commitment of 
the Nigerian people under the leadership of 
their newly democratically elected President 
Muhammadu Buhari. 

As an emerging democracy, Nigeria is a 
country that has faced its set of challenges, 
conflicts, and contradictions analogous to the 
human condition itself. 

Boko Haram and ISIS are existential threats 
to the human rights, well being and security of 
the Nigerian people, their regional neighbors 
and the global community in general with their 
penchant to commit genocide. 

Part of the strategy to help address the 
scourge of Boko Haram’s atrocity would be 
through the creation of a Victim of Terror Pro-
tection Fund and accessibility of military tech-
nical assistance to Nigeria and its regional 
neighbors pursuant to the UN Security Council 
and neighboring African countries call for ac-
celerated military collaboration to combat this 
extremist group. 

I commend the U.S. Administration’s an-
nouncement that it is deploying 300 U.S. 
troops to Africa to set up a drone base to 
track fighters from Boko Haram, which con-
tinues to seek to destabilize Nigeria and 
neighboring countries during its blood thirsty 
assault on innocent people. 

The U.S. forces’ presence will be critical to 
combatting Boko Haram, which now appears 
to continue to wage its vicious insurgency in 
Nigeria and now spilling into neighboring Cam-
eroon, Chad and Niger and leaving an esti-
mated 20,000 people dead. 

Our global strategy for ending the suffering, 
preventing displacement and creating durable 
solutions for refugees and displaced persons 
in Africa requires a multi-pronged strategy 
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which would involve a sustained humanitarian 
response, government and civil society capac-
ity building, and the creation of resilient polit-
ical and security infrastructures and land-
scapes. 

My proposed Victims of Terror Protection 
Fund is one of the strategies for addressing 
the growing African migrant and refugee crisis. 

I commend President Obama’s and Presi-
dent Buhari’s commitment to Nigerian security 
and their collective efforts to tighten vigilance 
in vulnerable places. 

I hope the United States continues to build 
a stronger alliance with President Buhari and 
Nigeria. 

To succeed, at all our objectives to protect 
victims and combat violent extremism, in Nige-
ria, Syria and around the world, we must have 
continued U.S. support in protecting victims of 
terror, technical training, logistical and 
infrastructural capabilities and professional-
izing its military force to battle Boko Haram. 

f 

POVERTY IN THE UNITED STATES 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ) is 
recognized for the remainder of the 
hour as the designee of the minority 
leader. 

Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia. Mr. Speaker, I thank the gen-
tlewoman from New Jersey for talking 
about Ms. Gonzalez, who was from our 
area. She actually was from a city 
called El Monte, California, and that is 
where my first cousin, Norma Macias, 
is a councilwoman there at that city. 

b 1930 

Right now, as we are speaking, they 
are holding a vigil for her, a memorial 
for her. She was a young lady on a se-
mester abroad wanting to change the 
world by good design and using green 
products, et cetera. So thank you for 
mentioning her. I am sure the Gonzalez 
family will be very touched. 

And, of course, thank you for men-
tioning the whole issue of the refugees 
because we are a beacon. We are a shin-
ing beacon of the world. These are peo-
ple who are fleeing these types of ter-
rorist attacks. 

So I hope that we do have a good res-
olution to allow these refugees to go to 
all the countries until we figure out 
what is going on in the Middle East 
and they can return home. Home is 
where they really want to be. Thank 
you. I thank my great colleague from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. Speaker, tonight I rise to address 
an issue that unfortunately reaches 
into households in each and every 
State, every city, and every neighbor-
hood in this great Nation. It is the 
issue of poverty. 

Poverty is a plague that weighs on a 
central tenet that our Nation was built 
on, and that is life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness. 

I received a letter just this last 
month from our Democratic whip, 
STENY HOYER, discussing a recent re-
port released by the U.S. Census Bu-

reau that found that 46.7 million Amer-
icans—15 percent of Americans—are 
living in poverty. How can we tell a 
family to pursue happiness when the 
rug is constantly being pulled out from 
under them? 

Mr. Speaker, 15 percent, 46.7 million, 
is more than all the Californians and 
Arizonans put together. We cannot 
allow that to continue. We know that 
the effects of poverty hit every aspect 
of one’s life. 

It hits minorities disproportionately. 
Poverty affects minorities. 26 percent 
of African Americans live below the 
poverty line, and 23 percent of Latinos 
live below the poverty line. 

We also see those types of percent-
ages when we look at lower educational 
attainment and lower overall wages. As 
the number of first- and second-genera-
tion children rises, so does the amount 
of these children affected and born into 
poverty. 

Nearly one in three children in the 
schools in my district are affected by 
poverty. It is hard to learn when you 
haven’t had a meal. It is hard to learn 
when you don’t have a roof over your 
head. It is hard where you are sharing 
a house with 15 or 16 people, most of 
them not related to you. 

There are social programs such as 
SNAP and the Community Supple-
mental Food program. There are ways 
in which we can combat the effects of 
poverty. I don’t believe that families 
who are benefiting from those pro-
grams are looking for a free handout. 

There are Members of both Chambers 
who at one time or another received 
public assistance in times of need. One 
of them was a single mother of not one, 
but two, children while working and 
attending college. I think it goes with-
out saying that these individuals are 
not lazy or looking for handouts. 

Now, we shouldn’t shame or judge 
other individuals in our society, but 
there is a negative stigma about being 
enrolled in welfare programs. We 
shame families who don’t have the 
means to lift themselves out of the 
cycle of poverty. But then we don’t 
want to give them that helping hand, 
that aid, that they need in order to do 
that. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I think the real 
shame—the real shame—is that we are 
a nation of unbridled wealth, bountiful 
wealth, and still over 46 million people 
are in poverty. 

With the rising costs of housing and 
food, families in the United States are 
stretching each dollar more and more. 
Many find it difficult to save money at 
the end of the month, and saving for 
their son’s or daughter’s education is, 
quite frankly, an unattainable dream. 

When I was growing up, I was told 
that, if I worked hard, if I did well in 
school, and if I saved my money, it was 
possible to be successful in America. 

But, Mr. Speaker, every day these 
days it gets harder and harder to be 
successful in America. Those in pov-
erty find themselves working hard, 
planning for the future, and doing ev-

erything that we tell them to do, and 
still they fall short, unable to attain 
the pursuit of happiness. 

There should be absolutely no reason, 
if a person puts in hard work 40 hours 
a week, that they should be living in 
poverty. How can we expect families 
working minimum wage—and I will add 
that is not a liveable wage—to afford 
child care and save for their children’s 
college education? 

Honestly, it is nearly impossible. 
Yet, I see so many examples in my dis-
trict of people who overcome all of the 
hurdles and the barriers that we are 
placing in front of them. 

We can alleviate, we can remove, 
those barriers. We can have an impact 
on the poverty of our communities. 
Last month, during National Work and 
Family Month, Democratic leadership 
led a Working Families Day of Action 
to highlight important legislation to 
improve the living conditions for all 
families here in America. 

I joined 113 of my colleagues in co-
sponsoring a resolution which called 
for this House to address some of the 
issues important to some of the most 
disadvantaged demographics of people 
in our Nation. This resolution ad-
dressed commonsense measures, such 
as sensible working accommodations 
for pregnant women, equal protections 
for workers in the workplace, and in-
creasing the minimum wage to a 
liveable wage. 

You see, Mr. Speaker, when we talk 
about the 46 million Americans living 
in poverty, we are talking about people 
from all walks of life. We are talking 
about the homeless. We are talking 
about children in our schools. We are 
talking about our senior citizens. We 
are talking about single parents, blue 
collar workers. We are talking about 
our immigrants. 

All of these groups are stuck— 
stuck—in a vicious cycle of poverty 
and disadvantaged situations. These 
aren’t radical ideas. These are sensible, 
American ideas where hard work is re-
warded with equal compensation and 
protections. I believe that, as law-
makers—but, more importantly, as 
Americans—we owe it to the families 
of this Nation to enact legislation in 
which each and every person has a 
means to succeed. 

Tonight I am going to go over some 
of the statistics that we have with re-
spect to poverty in America. As I said 
before, Mr. Speaker, 46.7 million people 
are living in poverty. 

The poverty rate was established in 
the 1960s, and it is based solely on an 
individual’s cash earnings. It sets the 
poverty threshold at $24,250 for a fam-
ily of four. However, that rate does not 
take into consideration the cost of liv-
ing in different regions of America. Try 
living in my region on $24,250 for four 
people. 

The Census Bureau recently estab-
lished a new measure on which to 
gauge actual poverty rates. The Sup-
plemental Poverty Measure establishes 
a new poverty rate by incorporating 
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expenditures on basic necessities, such 
as food, housing, and utilities. 

California’s poverty rate is 16.5 per-
cent, slightly higher than the 14.9 per-
cent rate for the United States. How-
ever, this statistic can be deceiving be-
cause of the high cost of living 
throughout the State. 

So you could be above the $24,250 a 
year for a family of four, and you are 
not in poverty according to the na-
tional rate. But the reality—the re-
ality—is, when it costs $1,800 for a one- 
bedroom apartment, you have eaten up 
about 90 percent of that $25,000. 

If we use the updated measurement 
system, California leads the Nation 
with 23.4 percent of residents living in 
poverty. Of course, once again, this 
hits the disadvantaged more than any-
one else. 

When using the Supplemental Pov-
erty System, nearly 20 percent of sen-
iors, one-quarter of our children, 31 
percent of Latinos, and 20 percent of 
African Americans live in poverty. 
Let’s put that in perspective. 

The average rent in Orange County is 
$1,648. Orange County that I represent 
is the seventh priciest metropolitan 
area in the United States. This brings 
the total cost to rent a modest—and 
when I am telling you a modest apart-
ment in California, we are talking 
$20,000 a year. 

For a family of four living at or 
below the outdated poverty threshold, 
this leaves a whopping $4,250 for the en-
tire year. That leaves about $354 per 
month to feed and clothe a family of 
four. 

How, Mr. Speaker, can a family of 
four live on $354 a month? How do you 
save for a college education? How do 
you save for a home? How do you buy 
a car? What can you do when you get 
sick? 

I recently held a bipartisan briefing 
about home ownership as a vehicle for 
economic mobility for Latinos and Af-
rican Americans. Latino families are 
struggling to rebuild the equity they 
lost in this last Great Recession be-
cause, between 2008 and 2010, in those 3 
or 4 years of the recession, two-thirds 
of the wealth in the Latino families 
across the Nation was lost—was lost— 
just wiped out, done away with, be-
cause they lost their homes. 

The home is always the first rung 
onto the wealth-creation ladder. Two- 
thirds because of foreclosure. And even 
though home values have rebounded in 
recent years, the fact of the matter is 
that those people who lost their homes 
are renting at probably twice the cost 
of what their mortgage payment was, 
probably something less than what 
they were living in, and not building 
any equity. 

They are renters, and they are stuck. 
Even if you gained back on the market, 
it doesn’t keep pace with the returns in 
the stock market. So the Hispanic 
household has a slower recovery than 
the rest of our Nation. 

According to the Pew Hispanic Cen-
ter, 28 percent of Hispanic homeowners 

say they owe more on their homes 
today than they can sell it for in 2011. 

This topic of home ownership is more 
than a roof over your head. It is a 
source of pride. It is a source of pride. 
It is the American Dream, and it is a 
place that you can call your own. It is 
a part of owning America, and we want 
people to own a piece of America. 

A recent Joint Economic Committee 
study report finds that White house-
holds typically have 150 times more 
wealth than Hispanic households. In 
2013, the median net worth of Hispanic 
households was only $14,000 compared 
to about $142,000 for Anglo households, 
a difference of $128,000. 
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And the wealth divide has increased 
since the Great Recession. 

The median net worth of Hispanic 
households fell by over 40 percent be-
tween 2005 to 2013, compared to 26 per-
cent for Anglo households. 

Latinos are less likely to be finan-
cially prepared for retirement than any 
other households because of their dis-
parity in employment, in earnings, and 
in wealth. 

Only 12 percent of Latino households 
have access to the defined benefit pen-
sions, for example, that guarantee a 
lifetime income, half the rate of Anglos 
and African American households. 

Sixty-nine percent of working-age 
Latino households do not own assets in 
a retirement account—69 percent do 
not—compared to 37 percent of Anglos 
who do not. 

Let’s talk about my district, in one 
of the wealthiest counties of our Na-
tion. I just told you that housing is 
seventh in the Nation with respect to 
what it cost you to live there. 

Twenty percent of the people are liv-
ing in poverty in my district, higher 
than the State and the national aver-
age. 

Thirty percent of the kids, the chil-
dren, in my district are living in pov-
erty, higher than the State and higher 
than the national average. 

Eighteen percent of women are living 
in poverty in my district, higher than 
the State and the national average. 

Between 2011 and 2013, in those 3 
years, 23,000 households within my dis-
trict benefited from SNAP assistance— 
food stamps. Eighty-six percent of 
those households had children under 
the age of 18. Oh, and by the way, 78 
percent of those households were 
Latino. Forty-three percent of those 
families that received SNAP benefits 
recorded having at least two or more 
workers in the workforce in the past 12 
months. 

What does this tell you? It tells you 
that families have not just one but two 
breadwinners in the family, and still 
they cannot afford to purchase basic 
food supplies. 

Mr. Speaker, if hunger doesn’t affect 
us directly, we often overlook the im-
mense stress that comes with strug-
gling to put food on the table. If you 
don’t have a meal, you are not good in 

school and you can’t study because you 
are constantly hungry. How does a kid 
do his mathematics, his geometry, 
when he is wondering where is his next 
meal coming from? 

The Department of Agriculture de-
fines food insecurity as the limited or 
uncertain availability of nutritionally 
adequate and safe foods. 

In 2014, 48 million adult Americans 
lived in food-insecure households, in-
cluding 32.8 million adults, and 15.3 
million children. And of those 48 mil-
lion Americans, 19 percent of the 
households were with children, 35 per-
cent of the households with children 
headed by single women, 26 percent Af-
rican American households, 22 percent 
Latino households. How do we do that? 

A recent report published by the De-
partment of Agriculture found that 
error rates for awarding SNAP benefits 
are at an all-time low. Over 99 percent 
of SNAP benefits are issued to eligible 
households. 

Mr. Speaker, you would think that a 
government program, any government 
program, with a 99 percent efficiency 
rating, with a proven record of lifting 
families out of poverty would be ap-
plauded and promoted by both sides of 
the aisle, but that is not always the 
case. 

The most recent farm bill cut $8 bil-
lion from SNAP, affecting 850,000 fami-
lies in our Nation. 

The assistance provided by SNAP is 
an economic booster, with every dollar 
in SNAP benefits resulting in $1.80 in 
total economic activity. 

Mr. Speaker, food is the most basic 
necessity for a person. 

In ending, I would like to highlight a 
few of the excellent organizations in 
my district that make it their mission, 
their passion, to aid those in need. 

The Lestonnac Free Clinic, founded 
by Sister Marie Therese in 1979, it is 
devoted to providing free—free—com-
prehensive medical care to the poorest 
of the poor in Orange County, Cali-
fornia, as well as dental care to its es-
tablished patients. This organization, 
this clinic, is a nonprofit, primarily 
volunteers—volunteer doctors, volun-
teer everything—working with phar-
maceutical companies and local hos-
pitals to meet the healthcare needs of 
low- and no-income families in our 
community. And the clinic has stayed 
true to its mission of providing free 
medical and dental care, and is only 
one of the few clinics in Orange County 
that does not charge—does not 
charge—for its services. 

And collaborations were made with 
organizations, including Target store 
pharmacy, to provide low-cost medica-
tions. And over 100 volunteer doctors 
and medical staff have generously do-
nated their time to help those in need. 

The Lestonnac Free Clinic also con-
tains a food bank and provides food to 
several hundred people each month. 
Over 20,000 patients have been treated 
in over 180,000 visits. 

Or there is the Orange County Food 
Bank, which operates the Commodity 
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Supplemental Food Program, and it 
distributes 23,000 food boxes monthly 
countywide to low-income seniors 60 
and older. It operates a community do-
nated food bank with enrollment of 
over 350 local charities that make food 
available to those that are at the risk 
of hunger. This vulnerable population 
includes the disabled, seniors, families 
with children, veterans—I see veterans 
in those lines coming to pick up boxes 
of food—the unemployed and the home-
less. 

The foods department operates the 
SNAP program, and this program has 
increased enrollment to over 400,000 
qualified individuals in Orange County, 
California, who are at the risk of hun-
ger. 

Mr. Speaker, we are a great country, 
and we have great Americans—those 
who have served in our military, those 
who have served in public service, 
those who teach our children, those 
who nurse us when we are sick, those 
who build our roads, invent new gadg-
ets for us to communicate. We are a 
great country of innovation. We are a 
great country of beauty from sea to 
shining sea. And yet, in this great 
country of ours, in today’s day, there 
are over 46 million Americans living in 
poverty, many of them going to sleep 
tonight hungry, hungry, hungry. As 
the Congress, as the conscience of 
America, as the people’s House, we 
need to work together to eliminate 
poverty in America. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

THE PEOPLE’S NIGHT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. WALKER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, thank 
you for allowing us to engage in what 
we call People’s Night 2. The House has 
been working diligently for the citizens 
of our districts. We have passed solid 
legislation that is good for the econ-
omy, that protects life, that helps 
small businesses, veterans, bills that 
reduce taxes. I would guess that maybe 
not all of our citizens are even aware 
that the House has actually passed a 
balanced budget. In fact, there are over 
300 pieces of legislation that have been 
passed through the House but have 
been stalled in the Senate. 

Tonight, we want to highlight some 
of the legislation, but also, and with all 
due respect, we are calling on Majority 
Leader MITCH MCCONNELL to get mov-
ing on these bills. I am joined by sev-
eral colleagues this evening to share 
why we believe it is time to move on 
behalf of the American people. 

Our first Member, colleague and 
friend, from Pennsylvania, Mr. RYAN 
COSTELLO. Mr. COSTELLO is a freshman, 
along with myself, our shortstop on the 
baseball team, and a strong voice 
speaking out on those who sometimes 

cannot speak for themselves, and that 
is our veterans. We promise that we 
would go to Congress and work hard for 
the men and women who depend on us 
to get the Veterans Administration 
correct. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania (Mr. COSTELLO). 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my good friend from 
North Carolina for yielding. Mr. WALK-
ER has really been a leader in no time 
on so many issues. It is nice to be his 
hall mate and also his teammate on 
the baseball field, and I appreciate him 
putting together this Special Order to 
raise a number of issues that we have 
gotten through the House here and 
that we are respectfully calling upon 
the Senate to take up. 

I am here to speak about the crying 
need for change and increased account-
ability at the Department of Veterans 
Affairs that can be facilitated by the 
immediate passage of H.R. 1994, the VA 
Accountability Act of 2015. This is a 
bill that myself and many others have 
cosponsored under the leadership of 
Chairman JEFF MILLER, and it is a bill 
that I am requesting that the Senate 
take up and pass with bipartisan sup-
port here in the House in July. 

It gives the Secretary of the VA the 
additional tools he needs to accelerate 
the badly-needed culture change at the 
Department of Veterans Affairs. It 
gives the Secretary of the VA what he 
needs to rebuild the trust between the 
VA and this Congress, taxpayers, and, 
most importantly, the veterans of this 
country. 

H.R. 1994 includes many provisions to 
fix the broken personnel system at the 
Department. But, most importantly, 
this bill authorizes the Secretary to re-
move or demote any employee for poor 
performance or misconduct while also 
increasing protections for whistle-
blowers who have been, and continue to 
be, very important in the oversight 
role of the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

Many of you know the Philadelphia 
Regional Office has seen scandal after 
scandal. It has experienced a gross 
lapse in management, mishandling of 
claims, the administration of improper 
payments, and fabricated data. On top 
of that, the hostile work environment 
and whistleblower retaliation occurred 
on a nearly daily basis. 

This bill brings accountability to the 
managers at the Philly VA responsible 
for these actions, as well as those 
across the country in the VA, who have 
acted improperly. 

I believe a majority of VA’s employ-
ees—as we all do here in Congress—this 
is an important point to make—most 
people that work at the VA are hard- 
working public servants who are dedi-
cated to providing quality health care 
and timely benefits for veterans. 
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I am sure the majority of these em-
ployees are just as frustrated in that 
most of us see that the VA problem 

employees continue to be moved to new 
positions as opposed to being removed 
from the payroll. We have seen time 
and again how poor performance can 
spread like a cancer through a work-
force and how the presence of bad em-
ployees only leads to poor customer 
service and is an impediment to the 
quality of service our veterans have 
earned. 

Our veterans deserve nothing less 
than the highest quality of care, and it 
is our job as Members of Congress to do 
everything in our power to ensure that 
their care is placed before the interests 
of entrenched bureaucrats and poor 
performance. If we want what is best 
for our veterans, then the status quo at 
the VA is not acceptable. It is not 
working. It is failing the mission of the 
Department, and it is failing the vet-
erans the VA is supposed to serve. 

Mr. Speaker, if we do not give the 
Secretary the tools that he or she 
needs to hold VA employees account-
able, then we are just as culpable for 
any future VA failures. The antiquated 
civil service laws that have fostered 
the VA’s cultural mess need to go. 
That is what the VA Accountability 
Act does. That is why we are calling on 
the Senate to take it up. 

After the largest scandal in VA’s his-
tory—and, in my home State, the con-
tinued problems at the Philadelphia 
VA—the VA has only successfully fired 
three employees for wait time manipu-
lation even though over 100 hospitals 
have been identified as having gamed 
the appointment system. That is sim-
ply unacceptable. H.R. 1994 would give 
the Secretary the tools he needs to 
hold more employees accountable fast-
er than can be done now under existing 
civil service rules. 

As Mr. WALKER will continue to do 
this evening in pointing out a number 
of bills that have been ushered through 
the House—reform bills that improve 
the welfare of this country and that re-
form various bureaucracies—H.R. 1994 
does just that. I urge the Senate to 
take action and push for account-
ability just as we have done here in the 
House on behalf of this country’s vet-
erans. 

I thank the gentleman for organizing 
this Special Order tonight. 

Mr. WALKER. I thank Representa-
tive COSTELLO. His hard work on the 
Veterans’ Affairs Committee is duly 
noted. 

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, these 
bills are not making it to the Presi-
dent’s desk. We are tired of the argu-
ment that the President will most like-
ly veto these legislative bills or of the 
filibustering that we hear about some-
times in the Senate. We hear the word 
‘‘reconciliation’’ a great deal. Rec-
onciliation is a simple majority vote. 
Fifty-one votes in the Senate is what is 
needed to get it to the President’s desk 
under reconciliation. 

If we think back, this is how HARRY 
REID shoved ObamaCare into the cul-
ture and fabric of the American peo-
ple—by reconciliation, by a simple ma-
jority. In fact, it has been Mr. REID 
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who has blocked, filibustered, and sat 
on legislation to protect the President. 
That is why the American people elect-
ed Republican majorities in the House 
and the Senate. It was to clean up 
Washington and to stand against Presi-
dent Obama’s far-left agenda. 

One of the ladies I have been able to 
meet who has worked hard and who has 
been a voice is a nurse, a small-busi-
ness woman, and a former educator. I 
specifically like the nurse part, being 
married to one for 23 years. She is the 
middle daughter of working class, 
Great Depression-era parents. Having 
had 40 years of experience in working 
in the healthcare field, she is uniquely 
positioned as a credible and effective 
leader on healthcare policy in Con-
gress. She is a strong leader on fiscal 
and budget reforms, but her voice for 
life in these halls is one that is heard 
throughout the country. 

From Tennessee’s Sixth District, 
Congresswoman DIANE BLACK is that 
voice, and I would like for her to share 
a little bit more on her specific piece of 
legislation. 

Mrs. BLACK. I thank the gentleman 
from North Carolina, my good friend, 
Congressman WALKER, for bringing us 
together for this very important con-
versation. 

Mr. Speaker, a lot of Americans 
worked very hard to deliver these his-
toric majorities to Congress, but, 
today, there is a feeling that the more 
things change, the more they stay the 
same. We billed this as the ‘‘New Amer-
ican Congress.’’ Yet, like last year and 
the year before and the year before 
that, too many House-passed bills re-
main trapped in the U.S. Senate. 

The House passed the REINS Act in 
July, which would prevent the Obama 
administration from legislating in the 
form of government rule and would 
give Congress the final say over the 
major Federal regulations just like our 
Founding Fathers intended. But where 
is it today? Nearly 4 months later, it 
continues to languish in the upper 
Chamber, awaiting for a chance for de-
bate. 

More recently, the House passed the 
Justice for Victims of Iranian Ter-
rorism Act, requiring Iran to make 
good on its $43 billion of delinquent 
payments to the victims of its state- 
sponsored terrorism. Once again, this 
good and decent bill is collecting dust 
in the Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, I understand the chal-
lenges that our Senate leadership 
faces. The do-nothing Senate majority 
of the last Congress is now the do-noth-
ing Senate minority of this Congress. 
They are filibustering countless House- 
passed bills and bringing the wheels of 
government to a grinding halt, but we 
cannot let that stop us from bringing 
up these bills for full debate in the 
light of day and putting our priorities 
in front of the American people. 

While we are at it, it is time to 
change the rules of engagement in the 
upper Chamber. In a body of 100 people, 
a majority is 51. It really is that sim-

ple. The cloture rule is nowhere to be 
found in the U.S. Constitution. It is an 
antiquated Senate rule that is not ef-
fectively serving the institution today. 
I call on the Senate leaders to turn the 
page and break the logjam so that we 
can put the American people’s prior-
ities on the President’s desk. 

I don’t doubt that the President will 
veto many of these measures. For 
goodness sake, he vetoed a bill to fund 
our troops, so I put nothing past him. 
Let’s put him on record. Let’s ensure 
that President Obama is required to ac-
cept or to reject our ideas and to de-
fend that decision to the American peo-
ple. 

Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is this: 
The American people delivered us this 
majority, and they expect us to use it. 

Again, I thank my colleague from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. WALKER. I thank Representa-
tive BLACK and appreciate her heartfelt 
words. 

Mr. Speaker, in nearly a year of hold-
ing the majority, the President has 
only vetoed three of our bills. In fact, 
only once, I believe, he has had to do 
that in the last 8 months. 

Politico, back in February, published 
this prediction: ‘‘Though Obama’s 
three vetoes are thus far a record 
low...experts expect Obama’s final 2 
years to be packed with high-profile 
veto showdowns.’’ 

That hasn’t happened. 
My next friend and colleague who 

would like to share a little bit of his 
heart is someone I have grown to ad-
mire and respect. I am privileged to 
serve with him on the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee where just a few 
months ago, I heard one of the more 
powerful 5- or 6-minute talks that I 
have heard since I have been here in 
Congress in which he was willing to 
stand up for the Family Research 
Council and Tony Perkins against the 
tax from the Southern Poverty Law 
Center—specifically the President— 
who had put them on a hate list. 

In fact, I am going to yield him a lit-
tle bit of leeway so he may share some 
things that may be a little bit in con-
text but that may be a little bit off as 
well. It is my privilege to introduce 
and to hear from a great Congressman 
from South Carolina, Representative 
JEFF DUNCAN. 

Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the chairman. I thank 
him for having this People’s Night 2, so 
as to take the opportunity to speak to 
the American people about, really, 
what have become a lot of frustrations 
since they elected a Republican House 
and a Republican Senate. 

In fact, I did a tele-townhall last 
night, and a number of comments and 
questions that I had was: Why can’t 
you guys get more bills to the Presi-
dent’s desk? I had to explain that there 
is a 60-vote filibuster, the modern fili-
buster—a 60-vote threshold—over in 
the Senate. I had to explain what a 
modern filibuster rule is in the Senate. 

A Senator from the great State of 
South Carolina actually filibustered on 

the floor. He spoke for 48 hours without 
stopping, without sitting down. He held 
the floor of the Senate to make a point 
for 48 hours. That is the traditional fil-
ibuster that you hear about. Today, in 
the 21st century, when we hear that a 
Senator has filed a filibuster and that 
there is a 60-vote threshold to get over, 
what that means is a Senator has just 
put his name on a bill, and he doesn’t 
have to go down and utter a single 
word, and he doesn’t have to stand on 
the floor for a single minute. In fact, 
he can go to Charlie Palmer’s and have 
a steak and call it a ‘‘filibuster.’’ 
America, this is wrong. 

I had a conversation with some Sen-
ate staff today because I think they 
ought to change their Senate rules. 

They said: Well, the Senator—and he 
is a Senator I respect a lot—disagrees 
with your position. They pointed out 
that the Senate filibuster rule, the 60- 
vote threshold, has helped Republicans 
in the past to stop bad legislation. 
They said it stopped amnesty. 

I said: Well, hold on right there. Am-
nesty, actually, passed. The Gang of 
Eight bill passed, and we failed to bring 
it up in the House. We stopped it on the 
House side. 

They said: Well, it stopped gun con-
trol and a lot of other things. 

I said: Yes, but it is keeping right 
now a lot of good things from making 
it to the President’s desk. 

America gave us this majority, and 
they really expect us to pass bills out 
that reflect the Republican principles, 
morals, values, and convictions of the 
electorate that sent us here and gave 
us this majority. They expect us to 
pass bills out of the Congress and to 
send them to the President’s desk. 
Then the President can do whatever he 
wants with those bills, but I think, if 
he vetoes them, then America will see 
the dichotomy between the Republican 
governance and a Democrat President. 

Now the Senate rules. They are not 
in this book. This is the United States 
Constitution. It is a pocket copy that I 
carry with me. You can’t find the Sen-
ate rules in this. It does say that both 
bodies—the House and the Senate— 
make their own rules to govern what 
goes on here, but they are not spelled 
out in this document. It is time for 
MITCH MCCONNELL and the Republicans 
over in the Senate to actually have a 
‘‘come to Jesus’’ meeting and really 
talk about what is stifling the Repub-
lican work when the Republican elec-
torate in this country has given us the 
majority and expects us to do the 
work. 

I want to shift gears for just a 
minute because this is the People’s 
Night, and I want to talk about some-
thing that is on the minds of the Amer-
ican people—the safety and security of 
our Nation and the national security 
issues in the wake of the Paris attacks, 
in the wake of the Lebanon bombing, 
in the wake of a lot of things that we 
are seeing with stabbings and other 
things that are going on by ISIS, pri-
marily, but you can throw Boko Haram 
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and some others who are committing 
acts of terror into the mix as well. 
Americans are concerned about the 
safety and security of our Nation. 

I chair the Western Hemisphere Sub-
committee on the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee. Just this afternoon, it was re-
vealed that the Honduran police 
stopped five Syrians who were carrying 
falsified Greek passports, and they had 
flown all over Latin America before 
they had gotten to Honduras. They 
were headed north to the Guatemalan 
border. If they were headed north to 
the Guatemalan border, it tells me 
they were going to take advantage of 
our porous southern border, like many 
others have, to enter into this country. 
We don’t know why. What we do know 
is five Syrians traveled to Honduras on 
fake Greek passports, and they were 
apprehended by the police. 

People are criticizing the Repub-
licans for wanting to hit ‘‘pause’’ on 
the Syrian refugee program, and they 
are saying, ‘‘You don’t have compas-
sion.’’ Let me tell you that you don’t 
lock the door because you hate the peo-
ple on the outside. You lock the door 
because you love the people on the in-
side. 

We have to protect America. That is 
what we are charged to do. When we 
raise our hands and swear an oath to 
the Constitution—to uphold it and to 
defend this great country—we are 
charged as Members of Congress to pro-
tect this great Nation, first and fore-
most. 

I thank the gentleman for some leni-
ency. I will continue to speak on behalf 
of the American people. It is time for 
MITCH to get moving on some bills that 
are Republican bills over in the Senate. 

b 2015 
Mr. WALKER. Historically, I would 

like to put this inaction in some kind 
of perspective. We actually have to go 
back to James Garfield in the 1800s to 
find such a low number of vetoes. 
James Garfield only served 7 months, 
or about 200 days. President Obama has 
been in office nearly 7 years. Compared 
to other Presidents—for example, 
President Kennedy, though obviously 
never completing his term, however— 
he used a total of veto 21 times. Ronald 
Reagan used a total of 78. 

Why is this so important? Well, the 
answer is simple. This is not political 
theater. It is the process that exposes 
the President’s continued desire to rely 
on government and not the private sec-
tor, which may explain the national 
debt skyrocketing from $10 trillion to 
nearly $20 trillion that is predicted by 
the end of his term next year. We need 
to end covering for the President or for 
other Members on these tough votes. 

When the President vetoes legisla-
tion, he has the obligation to explain 
to the country the reasons that he is 
against such bills that help the Amer-
ican worker and protect families and 
small businesses. It is one of the only 
measures that our Founding Fathers 
provided to Congress in holding the 
President accountable. 

It is a privilege to introduce a friend 
from Georgia’s 10th Congressional Dis-
trict, a fellow freshman who is pas-
sionate about the cause of the Amer-
ican people, someone that is authentic, 
someone who founded the Cultures and 
Values Network and was the host of his 
own radio talk program. He has become 
a dear and close friend of mine. I would 
like for the American people to hear 
from Representative JODY HICE from 
Georgia’s 10th Congressional District. 

I yield to the gentleman from Geor-
gia. 

Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
North Carolina for hosting this Peo-
ple’s Night for this Special Order. I ap-
preciate all that you do, and I appre-
ciate your leadership and your friend-
ship. It is good to have another min-
ister on the grounds. I am honored to 
serve with you. 

Like has already been discussed by so 
many tonight, I likewise experience a 
great deal of frustration. I have had 
conversations, as have others here, 
with individuals in the Senate frus-
trated over that 60-vote threshold to 
even debate an issue over there. 

Like others, I have been told that 
they have protected our country from 
so many other horrible pieces of legis-
lation or that, ultimately, it is irrele-
vant because the bill would probably be 
vetoed anyway. There are excuses after 
excuses. 

The fact of the matter is that the 
American people sent us here to do a 
job, to represent them to the best of 
our ability. I am honored to be here 
with my colleagues here tonight. 

I am proud of the fact that, over the 
10 months or so that I have been here, 
we have passed probably hundreds of 
bills, meaningful legislation, legisla-
tion that would protect the American 
people, legislation that would strength-
en our national security, that would 
care for veterans and provide the kind 
of care that they deserve, legislation 
that would empower American busi-
nesses and small businesses, legislation 
that would increase transparency and 
accountability within government 
agencies. 

For example, in order to protect the 
American citizens, as we all are so con-
cerned about these days, we passed 
H.R. 3009, the Sanctuary Cities Act, 
that would not allow any State or local 
government to continue to receive 
funding if they harbor illegal alien 
criminals. Cities like San Francisco 
and many others would no longer be 
able to have a government-bankrolled 
sanctuary to provide such a thing for 
illegal alien lawbreakers. 

In addition, as the Representative 
from South Carolina just referred to 
moments ago, the threat of ISIS and 
the authentic threat against the West 
from terror attacks is real. We are liv-
ing with that reality today. 

So we passed in this body H.R. 237, 
which would provide the Secretary of 
State with the authority to revoke or 
deny passports to individuals who are 
aligned with foreign terrorist groups. 

It would also provide critical assist-
ance to law enforcement and intel-
ligence service personnel to make it 
easier for them to flag suspects when 
they are traveling internationally. 

Perhaps most importantly, that bill 
would help prevent turned Americans 
who are now fighting alongside of ISIS 
from coming back to the United States 
undetected. Again, these bills and 
many others like these have not even 
received a hearing on the other side of 
the Capitol. 

This body has passed the VA Ac-
countability Act, which would allow 
the Department of Veterans Affairs 
Secretary new authority to fire bad 
employees in order to assure that our 
veterans are receiving the care that 
they deserve. 

Additionally, this body has passed 
the Death Tax Repeal Act, which would 
eliminate a tax which is unfairly im-
posed on family estates after a loved 
one has passed. That bill would ensure 
that farmers and small-business owners 
would not be taxed for the success of 
their loved one who has passed away. It 
would help keep small businesses and 
farm doors open. 

This body has passed multiple pieces 
of legislation that would increase gov-
ernment transparency and account-
ability, which our constituents de-
serve. To that end, we have passed the 
IRS Email Transparency Act. We also 
passed the Prevent Targeting at the 
IRS Act. The list goes on and on and 
on, is my point. 

I am proud to stand here tonight. I 
am proud to state that we, this entire 
body, have successfully passed real and 
meaningful legislation that would vast-
ly improve the lives of our constituents 
and our Nation. 

However, the reality is that, without 
a fully engaged and willing partner on 
the other side of the Capitol, all this 
work that we have done equates to 
nothing more than a vacant parking 
lot. It amounts to a wicked limbo of 
immobility or lethargic stasis. Quite 
frankly, the American people deserve 
more than this. 

I urge our friends on the other side of 
the Capitol to start taking up some of 
the legislation that this body has 
passed and to do so with a sense of ur-
gency. 

I realize that they are described as 
the most deliberative body in the 
world, but, frankly, it feels as though 
they are helping create an environment 
of absolute dysfunction. 

I encourage them to take up bills and 
to move them forward so that, working 
together, we can become the most deci-
sive body in the world. 

The clock is ticking. The American 
people are excellent timekeepers. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
Representative HICE for those pas-
sionate comments. 

You know, in life, sometimes you run 
across people who are authentic, who 
truly have a servant spirit. One of 
those people I have been privileged to 
meet is right here in the Halls of Con-
gress. 
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He is a Representative from Arizo-

na’s Eighth Congressional District. He 
is a Reagan conservative in his seventh 
term. He has one of the most powerful 
and passionate voices, a huge heart, 
but a strong voice for life. It is a privi-
lege for him to be a part of our People’s 
Night 2. 

I yield to my friend, my colleague, 
and the great Representative from Ari-
zona, Representative TRENT FRANKS. 

Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. Mr. Speak-
er, if I could, let me express sincere 
gratitude to Congressman WALKER for 
leading this effort tonight. 

The people of North Carolina did a 
very wise thing to send this man to 
Congress. He has represented them 
faithfully. He is a Valley Forge Amer-
ican that I wish there were more of in 
the United States Congress. 

Madam Speaker, the direction of 
America and the world under the lead-
ership of Barack Obama is alarming to 
any reasonable observer. To those out-
side the beltway, Republicans seem 
weak and unwilling to effectively re-
spond. 

One of the hidden-in-plain-sight rea-
sons for this false perception is the 
rules and present practices in the 
United States Senate controlling the 
parliamentarian instrument of the 
‘‘motion to proceed to consider.’’ This 
is the mechanism that allows the fili-
buster in the United States Senate. 

Mr. Speaker, just very briefly, it 
takes 60 votes to allow a bill to come 
to the floor for debate in the United 
States Senate. It takes another vote of 
60 votes to allow that bill to be actu-
ally voted upon. 

The truth is that, with 54 Repub-
licans, it takes 6 Democrats to help 
allow either debate or a vote to occur 
in the United States Senate. 

Unfortunately, regardless of the na-
ture of the bills, in recent years, this 
simply has not been allowed to occur. 
Mr. Speaker, this has become a boot on 
the throat of the Constitution and a 
stalemate to this Republic. 

I would suggest to you, Mr. Speaker, 
that, if we don’t change it, the people 
of this country are going to become so 
wearied of this process, so convinced 
that we will remain in gridlock forever, 
that they will simply wash their hands 
of the American Government. If they 
do that, then the Founding Fathers’ 
dream itself could die in this genera-
tion. It must not be allowed to happen. 

To put this in practical terms, Mr. 
Speaker, the House of Representatives 
passed some months ago the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security appropria-
tions bill. The only thing that we did, 
using our article I powers of the purse, 
was to say that we would not fund the 
President’s illegal, unconstitutional 
executive order on immigration. 

That bill then went over to the Sen-
ate, fully funding the Department of 
Homeland Security. Democrats in the 
Senate said: No. We are not voting on 
the bill. You guys are shutting the gov-
ernment down. 

Democrats want very much to shut 
this government down because they 

know that the left-wing media will 
make sure that Republicans are fully 
blamed for that reality. That is what 
they want. It is not a deterrent to 
them. It is an inducement. 

Mr. Speaker, the choice for House 
leadership is either to dumb the bill 
down so the Democrats will support it 
and thereby completely make the Re-
publican base heartbroken or allow the 
government to be shut down. No one is 
accountable under this scenario, and it 
has to change, Mr. Speaker. 

For my Republican friends that say, 
well, what if we are in the minority, 
well, we have been in the minority and 
ObamaCare passed and all of these 
other things passed because, unfortu-
nately, the willingness of the Senate 
Democrats today to abuse this fili-
buster is so prevalent that it stops any-
thing of consequence that matters to 
this country. Mr. Speaker, that has to 
change. 

Under the current rules and prac-
tices, the balance between the reason-
able opportunity to deliberate or de-
bate and the ability to actually make a 
timely decision in the U.S. Senate no 
longer exists. The technical remedy to 
fix this is to adopt a change in the 
rules that will satisfy both the major-
ity and the minority, prevent gridlock, 
and allow for consensus and the spirit 
of bipartisanship to return. 

Tomorrow, Mr. Speaker, I will be in-
troducing a resolution calling upon the 
Senate to adjust their rules to prevent 
this mindless stalemate and the prac-
tice of the current rules as written. 

The goal, Mr. Speaker, is not to do 
away with the Senate filibuster, but to 
maintain the ability of the minority to 
have leveraged objection to either ma-
jority overreach or deeply contested 
legislation while restoring the ac-
countability and deliberation to what 
is called the world’s most deliberative 
body. 

Mr. Speaker, I have one last example. 
Almost 2 months ago this House passed 
the Born-Alive Abortion Survivors Pro-
tection Act. We have passed many bills 
that have never gotten to see the light 
of day in the Senate because of the 
Senate filibuster. 

The Born-Alive Abortion Survivors 
Protection Act required that babies 
surviving an abortion be given the 
same treatment and care that would be 
given to any child born naturally pre-
mature at the same age. 

b 2030 

This bill now languishes in the Sen-
ate. It is uncertain if it will even be al-
lowed a fair and honest debate up or 
down. These are born-alive children, 
Mr. Speaker—born alive—and no one 
can obscure the humanity and 
personhood of born-alive babies or 
claim that there is a conflict that ex-
ists between now separate interests of 
the mother and the child. Nor can they 
take refuge within the schizophrenic 
paradox Roe v. Wade has subjected this 
country to for now more than four dec-
ades. 

Mr. Speaker, protecting born-alive 
survivors of abortion is not a Repub-
lican issue. It is not a Democratic 
issue. It is a test of our basic humanity 
and who we are as a human family. Be-
fore my colleagues in the Senate vote 
against this bill or, far worse, do as 
they have done so often and use the 
Senate rules to filibuster and avoid a 
vote and to deprive this bill of an hon-
est debate and a fair vote, I would im-
plore each one of them to ask them-
selves two questions in the stillness of 
their own heart. 

First, is turning our backs on the 
most helpless of our born-alive chil-
dren truly who the United States of 
America has become? Second, is voting 
against or filibustering against a bill 
to protect born-alive human babies 
from agonizing dismemberment and 
death who they have become as a Sen-
ate and what they want to be remem-
bered for? 

Mr. Speaker, it is time that we recog-
nize that there are certain bills that 
are worth a vote, bills like protecting 
this country from a potential Iranian 
nuclear option and bills like protecting 
this country from allowing its little 
born-alive children to be killed indis-
criminately. Mr. Speaker, that time 
has come. 

I thank the gentleman for his kind-
ness. 

Mr. WALKER. Thank you, Represent-
ative FRANKS. I think America just saw 
some of the eloquence as well as the 
passion with which you speak for 
America’s unborn. 

As we have talked tonight about the 
many pieces of legislation that the 
House has worked on diligently over 
the last 10, 11 months, here is just a 
partial list that I hold in my hands: 
legislation that is good for the Amer-
ican family, a balanced budget, reduc-
tion of taxes, taking care of our vet-
erans. Tonight, with all due respect, we 
are calling upon MITCH MCCONNELL and 
the Senate to move, to move diligently 
and to move urgently. It is past time. 

Tonight before my closing comments, 
I yield to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania’s 12th District, Representative 
KEITH ROTHFUS. It is maybe just a bit 
off topic, but something that is very 
important about what has been going 
on over the last week. 

SYRIAN REFUGEES 
Mr. ROTHFUS. I thank the gen-

tleman for yielding and for his leader-
ship in organizing this Special Order. I 
thank him for allowing me to take a 
few moments to again take a look at 
what has been going on across the 
world and the troubling news that we 
have from abroad. 

I rise tonight, Mr. Speaker, to call 
for a moratorium on the entry of refu-
gees into the United States from Syria 
and all other countries that have been 
infiltrated by ISIS and other terrorist 
groups until security concerns can be 
adequately addressed. 

In the wake of the recent attacks in 
Paris, in Beirut, and on a Russian 
plane flying over the Sinai, my first 
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and foremost concern is for the safety 
and security of my constituents in 
western Pennsylvania. 

To put it simply, the safety and secu-
rity of the American people are non-
negotiable. Right now we simply do not 
have the mechanisms in place to en-
sure that the 10,000 Syrian refugees 
that the President would have come 
into this country over the next year 
and other refugees from terrorist-con-
trolled areas are properly vetted. 

FBI Director James Comey has said 
as much: ‘‘If someone has never made a 
ripple in the pond in Syria in a way 
that would get their identity or their 
interest reflected in our database, we 
can query our database until the cows 
come home, but there will be nothing 
show up because we have no record of 
them.’’ 

The Director of National Intelligence 
and the Secretary of Homeland Secu-
rity have said the same. It is both rea-
sonable and prudent to insist that we 
know exactly who these individuals are 
before they settle into our towns and 
cities. 

Currently, we have neither the capa-
bility nor the capacity to do this. The 
recent attacks have awakened us to 
the reality that Islamic State terror-
ists have the worst of intentions not 
only for Christians and other religious 
minorities in their own region, but for 
the entire Western world. They are not, 
as the President has claimed, merely a 
setback. They are acts of war by a ter-
rorist scourge against decency and hu-
manity and freedom and everything 
that we as Americans stand for. 

It comes as no surprise, then, that 
ISIS has already stated it intends to 
attack the heart of the United States 
here in Washington, D.C., and it is not 
impossible that ISIS terrorists could 
enter the country by posing as Syrian 
refugees. In fact, reports indicate that 
a Syrian passport was found next to 
the body of 25-year-old Ahmad al-Mo-
hammad, one of the suicide bombers in 
Paris. He was born in Idlib, a city in 
northwest Syria, and the Paris pros-
ecutor’s office said his fingerprints 
matched those of a person who traveled 
through Greece last month. 

So the security concerns that the 
American people are raising are not, as 
the President and others have sug-
gested, without merit. They are com-
pletely legitimate, especially as the 
number of refugees is set to increase to 
85,000 in 2016 and 100,000 in 2017, a sig-
nificant increase from the average 
70,000 per year over the past several 
years. 

The truth is that the American peo-
ple are an incredibly compassionate 
and generous people. We have a rich 
history of assisting people in other na-
tions around the globe when they are 
suffering from a humanitarian crisis, 
poverty, oppression, or war. Since Sep-
tember 11, 2001, the United States has 
resettled 748,000 refugees from around 
the world. The American people have 
also assisted innocent Syrian refugees 
fleeing from violence in search of a bet-

ter life, providing $4.5 billion in hu-
manitarian aid since the start of the 
crisis in Syria to help them relocate in 
Lebanon, Jordan, Turkey, Egypt, and 
other nations. 

While we desire to assist those who 
need help around the globe, we have a 
solemn duty to protect our citizens. 
The bottom line is we need to put the 
safety and security of Americans first. 
The solution I am proposing today is 
indefinite, but not necessarily perma-
nent. It is the only responsible thing to 
do under these circumstances. 

We need time to review and imple-
ment policies that will ensure that 
those who seek refuge in the United 
States are properly vetted. 

I also urge my colleagues in the Sen-
ate to act boldly and promptly to en-
sure the security concerns of the Amer-
ican people are addressed. 

Mr. WALKER. Thank you, Represent-
ative ROTHFUS. 

Our second People’s Night was sched-
uled weeks ago before the terrorists 
struck Paris. 

I believe it is appropriate this 
evening to send out our sincerest 
thoughts and prayers to the Parisian 
families and others whose lives have 
been changed forever by these cowardly 
attacks. Though my heart is heavy, my 
discontentment with this administra-
tion has reached a new level of frustra-
tion. 

Last year President Obama stated 
that ISIS was not a serious threat. In 
fact, many of us remember him refer-
ring to them as the JV squad. Just 
hours before this barbaric attack, the 
President emphatically expressed that 
ISIS had been contained and they were 
no longer expanding. 

As a member of the Committee on 
Homeland Security, I couldn’t disagree 
more. According to the FBI, there are 
more than 1,000 open investigations 
that are ISIS or terrorist related. ISIS 
is a clear and present danger to the 
American people. 

Earlier today, in a joint hearing with 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and 
the Committee on Homeland Security, 
General Jack Keane shared these 
words: 

ISIS is the most successful terrorist orga-
nization of our time. The world does not be-
lieve that our country is serious about tak-
ing on ISIS. 

The general added: 
ISIS is not contained, and they are at war 

with us, but we are not at war with them. 

While President Obama plays down 
the threat, other world leaders are 
leading and exhibiting and showing 
strength. Even the Pope has been warn-
ing us that these attacks and others 
could be the beginning of world war III. 

After reviewing the evidence and tes-
timony, I am convinced that it is only 
by the grace of God and the diligent 
work of our local, State, and national 
law enforcement that we haven’t been 
hurt in the same manner that played 
out just last weekend in Paris. Sadly, 
President Obama has yet to offer any 
plan, any strategy, or any solution to 
slow down these sons from hell. 

There is more evidence, continuing 
evidence of the disastrous Obama doc-
trine. The words of the President this 
past weekend sounded more like a 
spokesperson for the United Nations 
than America’s Commander in Chief. 

This is more of the same flawed for-
eign policy that we have experienced, 
just like we did in the recent Iran deal. 
May I remind us that 25 Democrats 
stood with Republicans, rebuking such 
a deal. Even more are calling on the 
President to speak with clarity and 
with boldness. The American people 
have grown weary of the constant swag 
and condescending responses. 

Mr. Speaker, how much longer can 
we afford to wait on a President who 
stubbornly refuses to identify these 
devils as radical Islamist extremists? I 
would hope and pray that all Members 
of this House would band together, de-
manding the President deliver a defini-
tive course of action. It is time, Mr. 
Speaker, for the President to settle up. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 4038, AMERICAN SECURITY 
AGAINST FOREIGN ENEMIES ACT 
OF 2015 
Mr. COLLINS of Georgia (during the 

Special Order of Mr. WALKER), from the 
Committee on Rules, submitted a priv-
ileged report (Rept. No. 114–342) on the 
resolution (H. Res. 531) providing for 
consideration of the bill (H.R. 4038) to 
require that supplemental certifi-
cations and background investigations 
be completed prior to the admission of 
certain aliens as refugees, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

ISIS CRISIS 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

JODY B. HICE of Georgia). Under the 
Speaker’s announced policy of January 
6, 2015, the Chair recognizes the gen-
tleman from Oklahoma (Mr. RUSSELL) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, Will and 
Ariel Durant, perhaps the most re-
nowned recorders of the history of 
mankind, wrote shortly after their 
landmark 40-year multivolume work 
was completed: 

‘‘Civilization is not inherited; it has 
to be learned and earned by each gen-
eration anew; if the transmission 
should be interrupted . . . civilization 
would die, and we should be savages 
again.’’ 

It is a warning we must heed. For all 
of our advancement in self-governance, 
the rule of law, and the betterment of 
people’s lives, the world stands in cri-
sis. Our actions toward evil, twisted 
brands of militant Islamic jihadism in 
the coming months will determine how 
humanity navigates the coming cen-
tury. As Will Durant correctly pre-
dicts, we must either prevent the death 
of civilized life or become savages 
again. 
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Responding to the Paris attacks, 

French President Francois Hollande is 
correct in saying enough is enough. 
The coalition of willing defenders of 
humanity is immense. The world looks 
toward America for our leadership. 

‘‘Why? Why does it have to be us?’’ 
people ask. It is for the same reason we 
ask a trusted colleague for counsel, for 
the same reason a resident asks a 
neighbor to help him with a heavy lift, 
for the same reason a parishioner asks 
his pastor for guidance in times of cri-
sis, for the same reason a citizen asks 
a policeman for assistance in times of 
trouble, and for the same reason those 
attacked ask a soldier to defend them. 
For the sake of civilization, we must 
provide it. 

American accommodation of ISIS 
savagery through lethargy must end. 
Should America remain dispassionate 
and disconnected, she is at risk of los-
ing her moral compass. Are we really 
an America today that no longer can 
be moved by any action, by beheadings, 
immolations, crucifixions, sexual en-
slavement, and human suffering in the 
lands that these savages have forcibly 
taken? Are we so self-indulged that we 
somehow think that leaving ISIS alone 
is a legitimate option for the good of 
the world? 

The President has suggested that 
ISIS’ actions are acts of genocide. On 
that, we absolutely agree. 

b 2045 

Yazidis have been targeted by ISIS in 
their genocidal fanaticism. One city 
overrun saw ISIS lining up all males 12 
and above in a gymnasium, separated 
them into groups, and systematically 
exterminated them. 

Young Yazidi girls, whose only crime 
was being born, have been forced into 
sodomistic, sexual slavery by a God-
less, evil, twisted brand of Islamist 
jihadist ideology that also conven-
iently fits rape and child molestation 
into a twisted, sinister form of ethics. 

In Mosul and Palmyra, Christians 
have been singled out for destruction of 
life and property by marking their 
structures with an Arabic N. 

Across Iraq and Syria, Chaldean and 
Assyrian Christians have been slaugh-
tered while we in Congress thump our 
chest about refugees as Americans call 
on us to turn a blind eye toward these 
Syrian refugees that the United Na-
tions has tried to place with willing 
churches and sponsors here at home. 

Have we forgotten that it is the stat-
ue of Lady Justice that is blindfolded 
as she holds up a balanced scale, not 
the Statue of Liberty who holds the 
torch? 

Lady Liberty is inscribed on our 
shores with these words: 

Keep, ancient lands, your storied 
pomp, cries she with silent lips. Give 
me your tired, your poor, your huddled 
masses yearning to breathe free, the 
wretched refuse of your teeming shore. 
Send these, the homeless, tempest- 
tossed, to me. I lift my lamp beside the 
golden door. 

In the last 3 weeks, more than 400 
people have died in three separate at-
tacks as a Russian airliner has been 
blown from the sky, Lebanese worship-
pers were blown to bits, and youthful 
French citizens and tourists were mas-
sacred as they ate at cafes and watched 
a concert. 

As the world watched in horror, it 
has also looked to the United States. 
Where America leads, nations stand 
shoulder to shoulder. Where America is 
absent, tyranny takes it chances and 
rears its ugly head. But who would 
have thought America, through con-
stant inaction and listless response, 
would allow barbarity to prosper? 

Since last year, the President has 
been unable to articulate his strategy 
to aid our allies in Iraq, Jordan, Tur-
key, and Israel, as they react to the 
disintegration of Syria on their bor-
ders. More broadly, the President has 
been unable and possibly unwilling to 
form the necessary multinational coa-
litions in the Middle East and else-
where that are essential to curb barba-
rism and provide stability within the 
Sunni Arab populations of Iraq and 
Syria, where ISIS has filled the void. 

As a combat veteran of Iraq and 
other places, this has been difficult for 
me personally to process. In service 
past, we sacrificed to turn the country 
around. I watched my American and 
Iraqi friends die, handled the flesh and 
blood of infantry combat, performed 
brutal personal combat to take human 
life, and watched with agony as the 
good people of Iraq suffer in absence of 
effective government. 

It is personal because I have lived 
among the Sunni Arab. I have cele-
brated their victories, their weddings, 
their birthdays, and their accomplish-
ments. I have broken bread with them 
and eaten at their communal bowls. I 
have mourned as close Sunni Arab 
friends have died to acts of terror, 
mourned when Sunni Arab educated, 
intelligent, and free people have been 
expunged by ISIS. They do not want 
this. They have no place to go. 

When I lived among them, we told 
them with conviction and honesty that 
we would be there for them. They be-
lieved us. Then the President ordered 
us out. 

We soldiers and servicemembers who 
have sacrificed so much in Iraq weep. 
We defeated Saddam’s army, toppled 
the Baathist Government, captured 
and brought a world tyrant to justice, 
fought an insurgency and stood shoul-
der to shoulder with disenfranchised 
Sunni Arabs and Sunni Kurds to re-
store control to Iraq’s government. We 
turned the country around together 
with a military pause. 

Instead of the United States nur-
turing a nascent Iraqi infrastructure, 
as we have done in the Philippines, 
Germany, Japan, and South Korea, to 
give them a future, the President used 
that pause for abandonment, both mili-
tarily and diplomatically. 

Worse, he then used that for political 
expediency. Where we sacrificed, he 

quit. When America became absent, 
radical, evil Islamic jihadists filled 
that gap with cruelty, fear, and bar-
barity before, a nascent government 
and population had the strength to 
build trust and hold firm. 

Whatever the President’s political 
advantage, whatever the supposed cost 
saving, whatever the heartfelt convic-
tion of why some believed abandon-
ment was the optimum course of ac-
tion, it has instead created a political 
nightmare, transcending nations, and 
has bled more treasures and lives than 
any estimates our continued presence 
might have caused. 

Moreover, it has sickened the hearts 
of world humanity to see civilization 
taking such punishment from savages 
when a quiver of options have been 
available to shoot at the heart of the 
problem. 

America has the capacity, the intel-
ligence, and the goodwill to rally na-
tions, but it cannot be a unitary effort. 
It must be collective. It cannot be a de-
fensive effort. It must be offensive to 
blunt further attack. 

As President Hollande of France was 
saying enough is enough, President 
Obama proceeded to tell America and 
the world what the attacks on Paris 
were not and what our actions would 
not be. 

Mr. Speaker, this Congress and the 
American people need rather to hear 
from our President what the attack 
was and what our actions will be to 
make them stop. 

The President, distracted by his ideo-
logical efforts, though sincere, on cli-
mate, has failed to see that the world 
is on fire. The people of our great Re-
public have not failed to see it. They 
are calling on us to stand with France 
and say enough is enough. 

What should be our immediate ac-
tion? How about some of this? Cripple 
Raqqa. It is clear it is the symbolic 
center of ISIS power. The President’s 
cabinet says: We are worried about col-
lateral damage and civilian casualties. 

News flash. The most humane thing 
we can do to end suffering of hundreds 
of thousands of people is to cripple 
what ISIS draws its strength from. De-
stroy their infrastructure. Hammer 
their electricity capacity. Drop their 
transmission lines. Eliminate their cell 
towers where they draw their commu-
nications capacity. Destroy the bridges 
on their roads of ingress and egress. 
Hammer their oil refining installations 
they possess and fund themselves with. 
We have the ability to rebuild them 
later, but ISIS would be diminished fi-
nancially by their loss. 

Put a different way, the most hu-
mane thing we can do to protect civil-
ians is to disrupt ISIS’ immediate abil-
ity to advance and recruit. If the U.S. 
leads, others will stand shoulder to 
shoulder. We need our President to be 
that man. 

To do these immediate actions on 
Raqqa, we also need to take the hand-
cuffs off of our military that has al-
ready deployed. Weeks to get approval 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 03:46 Nov 19, 2015 Jkt 059060 PO 00000 Frm 00069 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K18NO7.106 H18NOPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

4S
P

T
V

N
1P

R
O

D
 w

ith
 H

O
U

S
E



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8352 November 18, 2015 
and missed targets, allowing freedom 
of movement for ISIS is not a way to 
win anything. 

It is not enough for the Secretary of 
Defense to merely endorse plans put 
before him by our military experts. En-
dorse? That type of equivocation tells 
our military leaders: We don’t have 
your back. 

We need the Secretary of Defense to 
lead. Don’t endorse. Approve them. The 
Secretary must take the handcuffs off 
our pilots and special operations forces 
that are already deployed. Our warriors 
know what to hit. They can’t throw 
punches with handcuffs. 

Another action we can take. World 
opinion and goodwill is on our side. 
France has the support of all civilized 
countries. They will likely have the 
support of a U.N.-sanctioned effort. 
They may ask for article V protections 
under NATO and would likely get it. 

So what will America do? Lead. Let’s 
build that coalition. NATO special op-
erations forces, combined with Kurds 
and Sunni Arabs, can provide the im-
mediate ground capacity. Safe zones 
where Assad cannot reach them with 
airstrikes and barrel bombs will give 
them determinations and hope. Modern 
civilized allies can provide airpower, 
logistics, the wealth, and the commit-
ment. 

Russia has opened the door with 
statements from Foreign Minister 
Lavarov that a stabilized Syrian Gov-
ernment cannot include Assad. We 
should walk through that door. That 
solves having to build new governance. 

Syria has survived civil wars before. 
She can again. Old structures can have 
new leaders with new coalitions that 
provide voice to all Syrians once ISIS 
is expunged. 

In Iraq, we must find a place for the 
Sunni Arab and Sunni Kurd to have 
self-determination without having to 
turn to ISIS. The fighters exist. But 
they won’t fight to be enslaved by dra-
conian Shia Arab governance in Bagh-
dad. That gives them no future. With 
Raqqa squeezed in Syria, we must build 
the coalition to restore Mosul and 
Baiji. 

Then the disenfranchised Sunni Arab 
and Sunni Kurd must have a place at 
the table both in Syria and Iraq in 
post-conflict rebuilding. This will not 
be possible while savages run free and 
civilized nations do nothing. 

America needs to build the coalition 
on an ISIS-first policy. Then we can 
settle into the less barbaric and less 
threatening future. We have a window. 
Do we have a President that will lead? 

Here are some immediate short-term 
measures. 

Launch cyberattacks on ISIS recruit-
ing Web sites. While interceptive com-
munications is important and we want 
to track their movements and inten-
tions, we cannot confuse that with al-
lowing ISIS propaganda to reach into 
our free communities to turn mis-
guided youth into neighborhood 
attackers. 

Intercept what we must, but attack 
what draws recruitment and copycat 

actions in the first place. We cannot be 
just defensive in this area. Part of re-
ducing homegrown terrorists is to cut 
off the juice from ISIS abroad. They 
should not have a free hand in our free 
speech. 

Now let’s talk about counter-mes-
saging. Here is what every American 
can do to help. American news stations 
and newsprint can join the fight by not 
putting ISIS-produced videos and im-
agery on networks as B-roll on our 
newscasts and in articles in our news-
papers. Why should we promote their 
propaganda? 

Replace it rather with cross-hairs 
and explosions of their defeat or show 
rather the world their acts of barbarity 
and the human suffering they have cre-
ated for their own people. Use that for 
B-roll. 

America must stop aiding and abet-
ting these evil savages that use our 
free press, our laws, and our protec-
tions to destroy ours. Americans, write 
your local stations and ask them to 
please stop. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to shift my focus 
now to the refugee crisis. 

While I have tried to focus my com-
ments on actions that we should take 
to eliminate ISIS, one action we should 
not take is to become like them. Amer-
ica is a lamp that lights the horizon of 
civilized and free mankind. 

The Statue of Liberty cannot have a 
stiff arm. Her arm must continue to 
keep the torch burning brightly. If we 
use our passions, anger, and fear to 
snuff out her flame by xenophobic and 
knee-jerk policy, the enemy wins. We 
have played into their hands, period. 

Here are some Syrian refugee facts 
you may not know. Despite a long-es-
tablished, multilayered system to vet 
and bring refugees into the United 
States—I have worked with the Inter-
national Organization for Migration on 
deployed battlefields, and I have 
worked with the UNHCR in their ef-
forts to help place refugees—despite a 
long-established system, despite bio-
metric and biographic screening, de-
spite intelligence vetting with the Na-
tional Counterterrorism Center, the 
FBI’s Terrorist Screening Center, and 
the Departments of State, Defense, and 
Homeland Security, added to the fact 
that Syrian refugees receive additional 
screening to national security con-
cerns—and most of them are women 
and children—coupled with the fact 
that only a total of 1,900 Syrians have 
entered this country in the last 4 years, 
most of them women and children, 
Americans across the country now are 
calling on Lady Liberty to drop her 
torch and give the stiff arm, with per-
haps even another gesture. 

b 2100 
I want you to listen carefully to 

these statements by Members of Con-
gress in response to a refugee bill—not 
an illegal immigration bill or perma-
nent residents, but refugees, a refugee 
bill. Listen to these comments by 
Members of Congress about people flee-
ing for their lives. 

Fighting immigration is ‘‘the best 
vote-getting argument . . . The politi-
cian can beat his breast and proclaim 
his loyalty to America.’’ 

‘‘He can tell the unemployed man 
that he is out of work because some 
alien has a job.’’ 

Here is another one: 
Congress must ‘‘protect the youth of 

America from this foreign invasion.’’ 
And how about this one? 
‘‘American children have first claim 

to America’s charity.’’ 
There are many more, but these 

quotes were from 1939. The refugee bill 
was not for Muslim and Christian Syr-
ians or Iraqi Muslims, Christians and 
Yazidis; it was for German Jews. While 
it was true that Germany was, indeed, 
a threat, the refugees were not. They 
were 20,000 children. 

Not only did that bill of 1939 not pass, 
but that Congress, with the same 
speech and rhetoric that I have been 
hearing in recent days in this august 
Chamber, Mr. Speaker, passed hurdle 
after hurdle in 1939 to make it more 
difficult for refugees to enter. They 
were, unfortunately, successful. 

Mr. Speaker, America protects her 
liberty and defends her shores not by 
punishing those who would be free; she 
does it by guarding liberty with her 
life. 

Americans need to sacrifice and wake 
up. We must not become them. They 
win if we give up who we are, and even 
more so, without a fight. 

We guard our way of life by vigilance. 
We must be watchful. We have to have 
each others’ back and be alert to dan-
gers around us. We must speak up when 
we see something unusual. By main-
taining who we are amidst the threat, 
amidst the hatred, amidst the trials, 
we win. 

Patrick Henry did not say, ‘‘Give me 
safety or give me death,’’ but, rather, 
‘‘Give me liberty,’’ implying that he 
was willing to lose his life to defend 
that liberty. 

We have defended our way of life, Mr. 
Speaker, for 240 years. Now we as 
Americans must defend it again. 

We must defend it when the critic 
sitting on the couch in his underwear 
eating his bag of cheese puffs is peck-
ing out hatred and vitriol on some so-
cial media. 

We must defend it and have courage 
when voters are caught up with sincere 
passion, demanding security that also 
might kill our liberty. 

We must defend it with our warriors 
who have worked hard to keep the 
fight off our shores by being vigilant 
and aware at home and while looking 
after their families who don’t have 
them to protect them. 

We will always have threats, but lib-
erty, when lost, takes generations, if 
ever, to regain. 

I am asking all Americans tonight to 
pray for our President. How much 
time, really, have we spent on our 
knees at home for our leaders? How 
much counsel have we sought from the 
Almighty? 
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It is God who has given us the spark 

of freedom. It is He we must turn to. 
He will take us and guide us in times of 
crisis, if we only ask Him and humble 
ourselves and seek His face as a nation. 

Mr. Speaker, we would not even have 
that nation without the aid of France. 
Lady Liberty would not even stand on 
our shores without the generosity of 
France. And now, as civilization faces 
peril and trial, we must stand the test, 

shoulder to shoulder with France, this 
Congress, our people, our way of life. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 
The Speaker announced his signature 

to an enrolled bill of the Senate of the 
following title: 

S. 799. An act to address problems related 
to prenatal opioid use. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad-
journed until tomorrow, Thursday, No-
vember 19, 2015, at 9:30 a.m. 

h 
EXPENDITURE REPORTS CONCERNING OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL 

Reports concerning the foreign currencies and U.S. dollars utilized for Offical Foreign Travel during the third quarter 
of 2015, pursuant to Public Law 95–384, are as follows: 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. K. MICHAEL CONAWAY, Chairman, Oct. 29, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Maureen Holohan ..................................................... 7 /16 7 /17 Portugal ................................................ .................... 145.10 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /20 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,272.79 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /20 7 /22 Romania ............................................... .................... 444.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,978.60 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 201.86 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Sarah Young ............................................................ 7 /16 7 /17 Portugal ................................................ .................... 145.10 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /20 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,272.79 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /20 7 /22 Romania ............................................... .................... 444.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,978.60 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 237.64 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Matt Washington ..................................................... 7 /16 7 /17 Portugal ................................................ .................... 145.10 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /20 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,272.79 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /20 7 /22 Romania ............................................... .................... 444.25 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,978.60 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 154.75 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Donna Shahbaz ....................................................... 7 /16 7 /17 Belgium ................................................ .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /22 France ................................................... .................... 1,690.26 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /22 7 /24 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 926.06 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,203.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 486.12 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Loraine Heckenberg ................................................. 7 /16 7 /17 Belgium ................................................ .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /22 France ................................................... .................... 1,690.26 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /22 7 /24 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 926.06 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,203.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 771.81 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Perry Yates .............................................................. 7 /16 7 /17 Belgium ................................................ .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /22 France ................................................... .................... 1,690.26 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /22 7 /24 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 926.06 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,203.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 475.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Taunja Berguam ...................................................... 7 /16 7 /17 Belgium ................................................ .................... 281.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /17 7 /22 France ................................................... .................... 1,690.26 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
7 /22 7 /24 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 926.06 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 2,203.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi & Train .................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 388.07 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Collin Lee ................................................................. 7 /14 7 /19 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,628.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,097.30 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi ................................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 98.94 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Cornell Teague ......................................................... 7 /14 7 /19 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,628.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,097.30 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi ................................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 80.19 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Paul Terry ................................................................ 7 /14 7 /19 Korea ..................................................... .................... 1,628.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,097.65 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi ................................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 7.21 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Harold Rogers ................................................. 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Hon. Rodney Frelinghuysen ..................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Hon. Steve Womack ................................................. 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /8 Spain .................................................... .................... 333.68 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,281.71 .................... ....................
Hon. David Young .................................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Hon. Lucille Roybal-Allard ....................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8354 November 18, 2015 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015— 

Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Hon. Henry Cuellar .................................................. 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Will Smith ................................................................ 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Jim Kulikowski ......................................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,052.50 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,281.71 .................... ....................
Anne Marie Chotvacs .............................................. 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.79 .................... ....................
Steve Marchese ....................................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Jennifer Hing ........................................................... 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
B.G. Wright .............................................................. 7 /31 8 /5 Austria .................................................. .................... 1,621.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /5 8 /7 Switzerland ........................................... .................... 1,483.33 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /7 8 /9 Portugal ................................................ .................... 543.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 2,401.71 .................... ....................
Hon. Charlie Dent .................................................... 8 /27 8 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 321.39 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /28 8 /30 France ................................................... .................... 615.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /30 8 /31 Poland ................................................... .................... 549.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /1 9 /3 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 647.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,641.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,925.14 .................... ....................
Hon. Barbara Lee .................................................... 8 /27 8 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 321.39 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /28 8 /30 France ................................................... .................... 615.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /30 8 /31 Poland ................................................... .................... 549.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /1 9 /3 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 647.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,641.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,925.14 .................... ....................
Maureen Holohan ..................................................... 8 /27 8 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 321.39 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /28 8 /30 France ................................................... .................... 615.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /30 8 /31 Poland ................................................... .................... 549.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /1 9 /3 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 647.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,641.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,925.14 .................... ....................
Sarah Young ............................................................ 8 /27 8 /28 Germany ................................................ .................... 321.39 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /28 8 /30 France ................................................... .................... 615.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /30 8 /31 Poland ................................................... .................... 549.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /1 9 /3 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 647.50 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 8,641.90 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,925.14 .................... ....................
Erin Kolodjeski ......................................................... 8 /9 8 /15 Burma ................................................... .................... 2,026.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,737.30 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Betty McCollum ............................................... 8 /20 8 /22 Dakar .................................................... .................... 398.32 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /22 8 /24 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 790.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 604.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /26 8 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 952.22 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /28 8 /28 Cape Verde ........................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 52.88 .................... ....................
Hon. Kay Granger .................................................... 8 /23 8 /24 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 394.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 614.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /26 8 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 957.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
8 /28 8 /28 Cape Verde ........................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 5,723.10 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Andy Harris ..................................................... 8 /25 8 /31 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,184.20 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 532.94 .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,438.80 .................... .................... .................... ....................
B.G. Wright .............................................................. 8 /30 9 /4 Jordan ................................................... .................... 1,422.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Delegation Costs* ................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 410.97 .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 6,064.40 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Rob Blair ................................................................. 8 /30 9 /1 Oman .................................................... .................... 828.39 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

9 /1 9 /3 Kenya .................................................... .................... 1,230.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 10,660.00 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Tim Prince ............................................................... 9 /21 9 /23 Spain .................................................... .................... 455.76 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /23 9 /25 Romania ............................................... .................... 423.92 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,046.00 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Brooke Boyer ............................................................ 9 /21 9 /23 Spain .................................................... .................... 455.76 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

9 /23 9 /25 Romania ............................................... .................... 423.92 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 12,046.00 .................... .................... .................... ....................
Taxi ................................................................. ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 45.72 .................... .................... .................... ....................

Total ........................................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 86,774.64 .................... 161,327.21 .................... 35,277.95 .................... 283,379.80 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
* Delegation expenses include payments and reimbursements to the Department of State under authority of Sec. 502(b) of the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as amended by Section 22 of P.L. 95–384, and S. Res. 179 agreed to May 25, 

1977. 
HON. HAROLD ROGERS, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN 
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Visit to Czech Republic, Ukraine, Finland, 
July 1–8, 2015 
With CODEL Wicker: 
Hon. Ruben Gallego ................................................. 7 /2 7 /4 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 389.96 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 389.96 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8355 November 18, 2015 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN 

JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. .................... 1,529.44 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,529.44 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,446.30 .................... .................... .................... 1,446.30 

Visit to France, 
July 16–21, 2015: 
Hon. Michael R. Turner ........................................... 7 /17 7 /21 France ................................................... .................... 1,009.82 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,009.82 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,619.40 .................... .................... .................... 1,619.40 
Hon. Loretta Sanchez .............................................. ............. ................. France ................................................... .................... 1,009.82 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,009.82 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 13,768.80 .................... .................... .................... 13,768.80 
Hon. Paul Cook ........................................................ ............. ................. France ................................................... .................... 1,009.82 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,009.82 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 1,620.00 .................... .................... .................... 1,620.00 
Visit to Zambia, Tanzania, 
August 1–6, 2015: 
Mark Morehouse ...................................................... 8 /2 8 /4 Tanzania ............................................... .................... 601.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 601.00 

8 /4 8 /5 Zambia ................................................. .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 13,495.40 .................... .................... .................... 13,495.40 

Ryan Crumpler ......................................................... 8 /2 8 /4 Tanzania ............................................... .................... 601.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 601.00 
8 /4 8 /5 Zambia ................................................. .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 13,760.40 .................... .................... .................... 13,760.40 
Michael Amato ......................................................... 8 /2 8 /4 Tanzania ............................................... .................... 601.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 601.00 

8 /4 8 /5 Zambia ................................................. .................... 271.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.00 
Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 15,083.80 .................... .................... .................... 15,083.80 

Visit to Estonia, Poland, Latvia, Germany, United 
Kingdom, Belgium, 

August 2–10, 2015: 
Hon. Rob Wittman ................................................... 8 /3 8 /4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 131.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 131.00 

8 /4 8 /5 Poland ................................................... .................... 217.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.54 
8 /5 8 /6 Latvia .................................................... .................... 232.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 232.98 
8 /6 8 /9 Estonia .................................................. .................... 129.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 129.00 
8 /9 8 /10 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Hon. Madeleine Bordallo ......................................... 8 /3 8 /4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 131.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 131.00 
8 /4 8 /5 Poland ................................................... .................... 217.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.54 
8 /5 8 /6 Latvia .................................................... .................... 232.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 232.98 
8 /6 8 /9 Estonia .................................................. .................... 129.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 129.00 
8 /9 8 /10 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Craig Collier ............................................................ 8 /3 8 /4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 131.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 131.00 
8 /4 8 /5 Poland ................................................... .................... 217.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.54 
8 /5 8 /6 Latvia .................................................... .................... 232.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 232.98 
8 /6 8 /9 Estonia .................................................. .................... 129.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 129.00 
8 /9 8 /10 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Vickie Plunkett ......................................................... 8 /3 8 /4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 131.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 131.00 
8 /4 8 /5 Poland ................................................... .................... 217.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.54 
8 /5 8 /6 Latvia .................................................... .................... 232.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 232.98 
8 /6 8 /9 Estonia .................................................. .................... 129.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 129.00 
8 /9 8 /10 United Kingdom .................................... .................... 521.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 521.00 

Delegation Expenses* .............................................. ............. ................. United Kingdom .................................... .................... .................... .................... 3,810.00 .................... 753.51 .................... 4,563.51 
Delegation Expenses* .............................................. ............. ................. Latvia .................................................... .................... .................... .................... 569.62 .................... 1,515.80 .................... 2,085.42 
Delegation Expenses* .............................................. ............. ................. Poland ................................................... .................... .................... .................... 522.58 .................... .................... .................... 522.58 
Visit to Australia, 
August 6–14, 2015: 
Jeanette James ........................................................ 8 /8 8 /11 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,648.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,648.42 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 13,121.20 .................... .................... .................... 13,121.20 
Alison Lynn .............................................................. 8 /8 8 /11 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,648.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,648.42 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 17,419.60 .................... .................... .................... 17,419.60 
Craig Greene ............................................................ 8 /8 8 /11 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,648.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,648.42 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 17,984.40 .................... .................... .................... 17,984.40 
David Sennott .......................................................... 8 /8 8 /11 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,903.42 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,903.42 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 15,530.70 .................... .................... .................... 15,530.70 
Visit to Afghanistan, 
September 2–6, 2015: 
Hon. William M. ‘‘Mac’’ Thornberry ......................... 9 /3 9 /5 Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 12.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,867.20 .................... .................... .................... 11,867.20 
Robert L. Simmons .................................................. ............. ................. Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 12.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,862.20 .................... .................... .................... 11,862.20 
Michael Casey ......................................................... ............. ................. Afghanistan .......................................... .................... 12.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 12.00 

Commercial airfare ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 11,867.20 .................... .................... .................... 11,867.20 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 19,375.62 .................... 165,348.80 .................... 2,269.31 .................... 186,993.73 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
*Delegation expenses. 

HON. MAC THORNBERRY, Chairman, Nov. 2, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON ENERGY AND COMMERCE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 
2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Richard Hudson .............................................. 7 /2 7 /3 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 371.07 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 371.07 
7 /3 7 /4 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 379.99 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 379.99 
7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. .................... 1,150.07 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,150.07 

Hon. Bill Flores ........................................................ 8 /3 8 /3 Belgium ................................................ .................... 542.50 .................... 3,665.40 .................... .................... .................... 4,207.90 
8 /4 8 /4 Poland ................................................... .................... 271.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 271.54 
8 /5 8 /5 Latvia .................................................... .................... 232.98 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 232.98 
8 /6 8 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 657.45 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 657.45 

Hon. Joseph Kennedy ............................................... 8 /24 8 /24 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 309.08 .................... 905.42 .................... .................... .................... 1,214.50 
8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00 
8 /26 8 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 957.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 957.00 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 5,485.68 .................... 4,570.82 .................... .................... .................... 10,056.50 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

HON. FRED UPTON, Chairman, Oct. 30, 3015. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8356 November 18, 2015 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FINANCIAL SERVICES, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Gwen Moore ..................................................... 7 /2 7 /3 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 264.90 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 264.90 
7 /3 7 /4 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 290.36 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 290.36 
7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. .................... 1,009.60 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,009.60 

Hon. Michael Fitzpatrick .......................................... 7 /2 7 /3 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 353.19 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 353.19 
7 /3 7 /4 Czech Republic ..................................... .................... 341.93 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 341.93 
7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. .................... 1,150.08 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,150.08 

Hon. Robert Pittenger .............................................. 8 /3 8 /4 Belgium ................................................ .................... 93.34 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 93.34 
8 /4 8 /5 Poland ................................................... .................... 217.54 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 217.54 
8 /5 8 /7 Latvia .................................................... .................... 195.30 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 195.30 
8 /7 8 /9 Estonia .................................................. .................... 91.32 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 91.32 
8 /9 8 /10 England ................................................ .................... 521.00 .................... 12,743.40 .................... .................... .................... 13,264.40 

Hon. Kyrsten Sinema ............................................... 8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 471.07 .................... 22,839.80 .................... .................... .................... 23,310.87 
Hon. Terri Sewell ..................................................... 8 /22 8 /24 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 395.15 .................... 1,120.45 .................... .................... .................... 1,515.60 

8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 604.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 604.00 
8 /26 8 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 952.22 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 952.22 
8 /28 8 /28 Cape Verde ........................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Michael Fitzpatrick .......................................... 8 /31 9 /2 France ................................................... .................... 1,569.00 .................... .................... .................... 4,375.00 .................... 5,944.00 
9 /2 9 /3 Turkey ................................................... .................... 278.38 .................... .................... .................... 369.62 .................... 648.00 
9 /3 9 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 602.65 .................... .................... .................... 829.45 .................... 1,432.10 
9 /5 9 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 709.76 .................... 14,602.62 .................... 2,180.79 .................... 17,493.17 

Hon. Robert Pittenger .............................................. 8 /31 9 /2 France ................................................... .................... 1,553.60 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,553.60 
9 /2 9 /3 Turkey ................................................... .................... 270.68 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 270.68 
9 /3 9 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 587.25 .................... 14,354.10 .................... .................... .................... 14,941.35 

Hon. Gregory Meeks ................................................. 8 /31 9 /2 France ................................................... .................... 1,646.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,646.00 
9 /2 9 /3 Turkey ................................................... .................... 316.88 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 316.88 
9 /3 9 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 679.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 679.65 
9 /5 9 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 825.26 .................... 15,095.90 .................... .................... .................... 15,921.16 

Albert Joseph Pinder ................................................ 8 /31 9 /2 France ................................................... .................... 1,539.60 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,539.60 
9 /2 9 /3 Turkey ................................................... .................... 297.37 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 297.37 
9 /3 9 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 587.05 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 587.05 
9 /5 9 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 800.77 .................... 10,503.08 .................... .................... .................... 11,303.85 

Francis Ola Williams ............................................... 8 /31 9 /2 France ................................................... .................... 1,646.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,646.00 
9 /2 9 /3 Turkey ................................................... .................... 316.88 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 316.88 
9 /3 9 /5 Qatar ..................................................... .................... 679.65 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 679.65 
9 /5 9 /7 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 825.26 .................... 11,084.81 .................... .................... .................... 11,910.07 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 22,682.69 .................... 102,344.16 .................... 7,754.86 .................... 132,781.71 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 

HON. JEB HENSARLING, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN 
JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Nilmini Rubin .......................................................... 8 /25 8 /29 Gabon ................................................... .................... 1,310.00 .................... 13,702.42 .................... .................... .................... 15,012.42 
Worku Gachou .......................................................... 8 /25 8 /29 Gabon ................................................... .................... 1,380.00 .................... 13,737.00 .................... .................... .................... 15,117.00 
Greg Simpkins ......................................................... 8 /25 8 /29 Gabon ................................................... .................... 1,280.00 .................... 12,144.64 .................... .................... .................... 13,424.64 
Travis Adkins ........................................................... 8 /25 8 /29 Gabon ................................................... .................... 1,415.00 .................... 13,952.00 .................... .................... .................... 15,367.00 
Amy Chang .............................................................. 8 /9 8 /15 Burma ................................................... .................... 1,493.00 .................... 11,737.30 .................... .................... .................... 13,230.30 
Shelley Su ................................................................ 8 /9 8 /15 Burma ................................................... .................... 1,395.00 .................... 11,737.30 .................... .................... .................... 13,132.30 
Greg Simpkins ......................................................... 6 /27 7 /1 Zimbabwe ............................................. .................... 1,056.95 .................... 4,513.50 .................... .................... .................... 5,570.45 

7 /1 7 /2 South Africa .......................................... .................... 155.57 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 155.57 
Piero Tozzi ................................................................ 6 /27 7 /1 Zimbabwe ............................................. .................... 986.95 .................... 4,513.50 .................... .................... .................... 5,500.45 

7 /1 7 /2 South Africa .......................................... .................... 145.57 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 145.57 
Hon. Tulsi Gabbard ................................................. 6 /27 6 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 423.81 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 423.81 

6 /28 6 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 11.00 .................... 2,700.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,711.00 
6 /29 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 405.41 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 405.41 
6 /30 7 /1 Turkey ................................................... .................... 502.07 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 502.07 

Hon. Brian Higgins .................................................. 6 /27 6 /28 Kuwait ................................................... .................... 403.87 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 403.87 
6 /28 6 /29 Iraq ....................................................... .................... 11.00 .................... 2,700.00 .................... .................... .................... 2,711.00 
6 /29 6 /30 Jordan ................................................... .................... 365.53 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 365.53 
6 /30 7 /1 Turkey ................................................... .................... 592.06 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 592.06 

Scott Cullinane ........................................................ 8 /16 8 /23 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,837.94 .................... 3,934.80 .................... .................... .................... 5,772.74 
Mark Iozzi ................................................................ 8 /16 8 /23 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,885.94 .................... 4,941.80 .................... .................... .................... 6,827.74 
Kyle Parker ............................................................... 8 /19 8 /23 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 946.98 .................... 2,564.20 .................... .................... .................... 3,511.18 
Philip Bednarczyk .................................................... 8 /16 8 /23 Ukraine ................................................. .................... 1,885.94 .................... 2,053.10 .................... .................... .................... 3,939.04 
Hon. Dana Rohrabacher .......................................... 7 /31 8 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 727.02 .................... *18,340.20 .................... 410.85 .................... 19,478.07 

8 /2 8 /4 Belarus ................................................. .................... 582.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 582.00 
8 /4 8 /6 Russia ................................................... .................... 506.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 506.00 
8 /6 8 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 226.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 226.00 
8 /7 8 /8 Latvia .................................................... .................... 236.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 236.00 
8 /8 8 /10 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 529.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 529.00 

Hon. Greg Meeks ..................................................... 7 /31 8 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 645.70 .................... 13,695.00 .................... .................... .................... 14,340.70 
8 /2 8 /4 Belarus ................................................. .................... 582.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 582.00 
8 /4 8 /6 Russia ................................................... .................... 506.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 506.00 
8 /6 8 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 226.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 226.00 

Philip Bednarczyk .................................................... 7 /31 8 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 645.70 .................... 14,942.55 .................... .................... .................... 15,588.25 
8 /2 8 /4 Belarus ................................................. .................... 582.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 582.00 
8 /4 8 /6 Russia ................................................... .................... 506.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 506.00 
8 /6 8 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 226.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 226.00 
8 /7 8 /8 Latvia .................................................... .................... 236.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 236.00 
8 /8 8 /10 Lithuania .............................................. .................... 529.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 529.00 

Paul Behrends ......................................................... 8 /1 8 /2 Austria .................................................. .................... 322.82 .................... 12,085.50 .................... .................... .................... 12,408.32 
8 /2 8 /4 Belarus ................................................. .................... 582.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 582.00 
8 /4 8 /6 Russia ................................................... .................... 506.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 506.00 
8 /6 8 /7 Estonia .................................................. .................... 226.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 226.00 

Hon. Ted Poe ........................................................... 8 /10 8 /13 Australia ............................................... .................... 1,132.28 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 1,132.28 
8 /13 8 /14 Indonesia .............................................. .................... 308.26 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 308.26 
8 /14 8 /16 Singapore .............................................. .................... 979.90 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 979.90 
8 /16 8 /17 Japan .................................................... .................... 63.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 63.00 

Hon. Eliot Engel ....................................................... 6 /29 7 /5 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 807.22 .................... 4,986.70 .................... .................... .................... 5,793.92 
7 /3 7 /3 Macedonia ............................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Jason Steinbaum ..................................................... 6 /29 7 /5 Kosovo ................................................... .................... 779.22 .................... 3,662.40 .................... .................... .................... 4,441.62 
7 /3 7 /3 Macedonia ............................................ .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

Hon. Karen Bass ...................................................... 9 /23 9 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 1,501.00 .................... 14,700.72 .................... .................... .................... 16,201.72 
Hon. Tom Marino ..................................................... 7 /17 7 /21 France ................................................... .................... 1,840.00 .................... 1,138.40 .................... .................... .................... 2,978.40 
Luke Murry ............................................................... 6 /26 7 /2 South Africa .......................................... .................... 1,205.95 .................... 12,250.80 .................... .................... .................... 13,456.75 
Worku Gachou .......................................................... 6 /26 7 /1 South Africa .......................................... .................... 1,146.89 .................... 11,759.80 .................... .................... .................... 12,906.69 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H8357 November 18, 2015 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN 

JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015—Continued 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Doug Campbell ........................................................ 6 /26 7 /2 South Africa .......................................... .................... 1,276.00 .................... 11,617.00 .................... .................... .................... 12,893.00 
Leah Campos ........................................................... 8 /17 8 /19 Argentina .............................................. .................... 683.16 .................... 1,700.53 .................... .................... .................... 2,383.69 
Rebecca Ulrich ........................................................ 8 /17 8 /19 Argentina .............................................. .................... 683.16 .................... 1,700.53 .................... .................... .................... 2,383.69 
Eric Jacobstein ........................................................ 8 /17 8 /19 Argentina .............................................. .................... 683.56 .................... 1,700.53 .................... .................... .................... 2,384.09 
Mark Walker ............................................................. 8 /23 8 /25 Suriname .............................................. .................... 464.00 .................... 2,458.50 .................... .................... .................... 2,922.50 

8 /25 8 /28 Guyana .................................................. .................... 832.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 832.00 
Thomas Alexander ................................................... 8 /23 8 /25 Suriname .............................................. .................... 464.00 .................... 2,458.50 .................... .................... .................... 2,922.50 

8 /25 8 /28 Guyana .................................................. .................... 832.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 832.00 
Sadaf Khan .............................................................. 8 /24 8 /28 Guyana .................................................. .................... 887.48 .................... 1,423.80 .................... .................... .................... 2,311.28 
Hon. David Cicilline ................................................. 8 /21 8 /22 Senegal ................................................. .................... 371.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 371.00 

8 /22 8 /24 Ethiopia ................................................ .................... 788.15 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 788.15 
8 /24 8 /26 Rwanda ................................................. .................... 614.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 614.00 
8 /26 8 /28 Gabon ................................................... .................... 957.00 .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... 957.00 
8 /28 8 /28 Cape Verde ........................................... .................... .................... .................... (3) .................... .................... .................... ....................

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 48,316.06 .................... *235,553.02 .................... 410.85 .................... 284,279.93 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 
3 Military air transportation. 
* Indicates Delegation Costs. HON. EDWARD R. ROYCE, Chairman, Oct. 30, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Reynold Schweickhardt ............................................ 8 /31 9 /2 Japan .................................................... .................... 653.00 .................... 2,638.40 .................... 914.58 .................... 4,205.98 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 653.00 .................... 2,638.40 .................... 914.58 .................... 4,205.98 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. HON. CANDICE S. MILLER, Chairman, Oct. 23, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Darrell Issa ..................................................... 7 /30 8 /7 Nigeria, Egypt ....................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 13,157.40 .................... 1,712.63 .................... 15,692.03 
Hon. Blake Farenthold ............................................. 7 /30 8 /7 Nigeria, Egypt ....................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 4,399.78 .................... 1,712.63 .................... 6,934.41 
Hon. Sheila Jackson Lee .......................................... 7 /30 8 /4 Nigeria .................................................. .................... 546.00 .................... 9,903.50 .................... 1,190.47 .................... 11,639.97 
Jason Everett ........................................................... 7 /30 8 /7 Nigeria, Egypt ....................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 10,576.40 .................... 1,712.63 .................... 13,111.03 
Paul Taylor ............................................................... 7 /30 8 /7 Nigeria, Egypt ....................................... .................... 822.00 .................... 10,576.40 .................... 1,712.63 .................... 13,111.03 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 3,834.00 .................... 48,613.48 .................... 8,040.99 .................... 60,488.47 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. HON. BOB GOODLATTE, Chairman, Oct. 29, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Steve Chabot ................................................... 8 /16 8 /18 Moldova ................................................ .................... 468.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 468.00 
8 /18 8 /19 Hungary ................................................ .................... 253.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 253.00 
8 /19 8 /20 Latvia .................................................... .................... 258.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.00 
8 /20 8 /22 Estonia .................................................. .................... 442.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 442.00 
8 /15 8 /22 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 15,573.80 .................... .................... .................... 15,573.80 

Kevin Fitzpatrick ...................................................... 8 /16 8 /18 Moldova ................................................ .................... 468.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 468.00 
8 /18 8 /19 Hungary ................................................ .................... 253.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 253.00 
8 /19 8 /20 Latvia .................................................... .................... 258.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 258.00 
8 /20 8 /22 Estonia .................................................. .................... 442.00 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 442.00 
8 /15 8 /22 ............................................................... .................... .................... .................... 14,424.60 .................... .................... .................... 14,424.60 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 2,708.52 .................... 29,998.40 .................... .................... .................... 32,840.40 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. HON. STEVE CHABOT, Chairman, Oct. 17, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 
AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Daniel Lipinski ......................................................... 8 /22 8 /31 Italy ....................................................... .................... 1,500.04 .................... 1,439.90 .................... 117.94 .................... 3,057.88 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 1,500.04 .................... 1,439.90 .................... 117.94 .................... 3,057.88 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. BILL SHUSTER, Chairman, Oct. 26, 2015. 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH8358 November 18, 2015 
REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMITTEE ON VETERANS’ AFFAIRS, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return.◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. JEFF MILLER, Chairman, Oct. 28, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE EVENTS SURROUNDING THE 2012 TERRORIST ATTACK IN BENGHAZI, HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

HOUSE COMMITTEES 
Please Note: If there were no expenditures during the calendar quarter noted above, please check the box at right to so indicate and return. ◊ 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. TREY GOWDY, Chairman, Oct. 14, 2015. 

REPORT OF EXPENDITURES FOR OFFICIAL FOREIGN TRAVEL, COMMISSION ON SECURITY AND COOPERATION IN EUROPE, EXPENDED BETWEEN JULY 1 AND SEPT. 30, 2015 

Name of Member or employee 

Date 

Country 

Per diem 1 Transportation Other purposes Total 

Arrival Departure Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Foreign 
currency 

U.S. dollar 
equivalent 

or U.S. 
currency 2 

Hon. Chris Smith ..................................................... 7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. Euro 1,150.08 .................... 1,952.60 .................... .................... .................... 3,102.68 
Hon. Robert Aderholt ............................................... 7 /2 7 /7 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 1,901.14 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,901.14 

............. ................. Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Steve Cohen .................................................... 7 /2 7 /7 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 1,901.14 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,901.14 

............. ................. Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Hon. Alan Grayson ................................................... 7 /4 7 /7 Finland .................................................. Euro 1,150.08 .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... 1,150.08 
David Kostelancik .................................................... 6 /29 7 /8 Austria .................................................. Euro 2,898.00 .................... 2,916.70 .................... .................... .................... 5,814.70 

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Mark Milosch ........................................................... 7 /2 7 /9 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 2,667.86 .................... 2,164.90 .................... .................... .................... 4,832.76 

............. ................. Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
9 /13 9 /19 Ireland .................................................. Euro 2,193.00 .................... 6,457.00 .................... .................... .................... 8,650.00 

............. ................. Mongolia ............................................... Tögrög .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Bob Hand ................................................................. 7 /3 7 /10 Finland .................................................. Euro 2,683.52 .................... 1,798.70 .................... .................... .................... 4,482.22 

9 /13 9 /19 Mongolia ............................................... Tögrög 915.00 .................... 4,083.50 .................... .................... .................... 4,998.50 
Orest Deychakiwsky ................................................. 7 /1 7 /4 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 1,115.10 .................... 2,253.00 .................... .................... .................... 3,368.10 
Alex Johnson ............................................................ 7 /2 7 /10 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 3,051.22 .................... 1,165.40 .................... .................... .................... 4,216.62 

............. ................. Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Nathanial Hurd ........................................................ 7 /4 7 /9 Finland .................................................. Euro 1,916.80 .................... 2,966.10 .................... .................... .................... 4,882.90 
Stacy Hope ............................................................... 7 /2 7 /7 Ukraine ................................................. Hryvnia 1,901.14 .................... — .................... .................... .................... 1,901.14 

............. ................. Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................

............. ................. Finland .................................................. Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Janice Helwig ........................................................... 7 /1 9 /30 Austria .................................................. Euro 30,667.00 .................... 4,667.85 .................... .................... .................... 35,334.85 

7 /4 7 /8 Finland .................................................. Euro 1,533.44 .................... 2,094.10 .................... .................... .................... 3,627.54 
9 /20 9 /26 Poland ................................................... Zloty 1,650.00 .................... 1,132.30 .................... .................... .................... 2,782.30 

Allison Hollabaugh .................................................. 7 /5 7 /8 Austria .................................................. Euro 847.33 .................... 1,751.60 .................... .................... .................... 2,598.93 
Erika Schlager ......................................................... 7 /13 7 /17 Austria .................................................. Euro 1,275.00 .................... 2,023.30 .................... .................... .................... 3,298.30 

............. ................. Slovakia ................................................ Euro .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Shelly Han ............................................................... 9 /12 9 /16 Czech Republic ..................................... Koruna 1,214.00 .................... 1,678.70 .................... .................... .................... 2,892.70 
Jonas Wechsler ........................................................ 9 /16 9 /26 Austria .................................................. Euro 2,489.41 .................... 2,726.10 .................... .................... .................... 5,215.51 

............. ................. Poland ................................................... Zloty .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... .................... ....................
Mark Milosch ........................................................... 8 /5 8 /7 Belgium ................................................ Euro 596.00 .................... 2,660.60 .................... .................... .................... 3,256.60 

Committee total ......................................... ............. ................. ............................................................... .................... 65,716.26 .................... 44,492.45 .................... .................... .................... 110,208.71 

1 Per diem constitutes lodging and meals. 
2 If foreign currency is used, enter U.S. dollar equivalent; if U.S. currency is used, enter amount expended. 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH, Chairman, Oct. 29, 2015. 

h 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

3485. A letter from the General Counsel, 
Federal Housing Finance Agency, transmit-
ting the Agency’s final rule — Responsibil-
ities of Boards of Directors, Corporate Prac-
tices and Corporate Governance Matters 
(RIN: 2590-AA59) received November 16, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

3486. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for Legislation and Regulations, Of-

fice of Community Planning and Develop-
ment, Department of Housing and Urban De-
velopment, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Section 108 Loan Guarantee Pro-
gram: Payment of Fees To Cover Credit Sub-
sidy Costs [Docket No.: FR-5767-F-03] (RIN: 
2506-AC35) received November 16, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public 
Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on 
Financial Services. 

3487. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Employee Benefits Security Administration, 
Department of Labor, transmitting the De-
partment’s Major final rules — Final Rules 
under the Affordable Care Act for Grand-
fathered Plans, Preexisting Condition Exclu-
sions, Lifetime and Annual Limits, Rescis-
sions, Dependent Coverage, Appeals, and Pa-

tient Protections (RIN: 1210-AB72) received 
November 16, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

3488. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Flutriafol; Pesticide Toler-
ances [EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0179; FRL-9933-61] 
received November 17, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3489. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
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Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — 2-Propenoic acid, polymer 
with ethenylbenzene and (1- 
methylethenyl)benzene; Tolerance Exemp-
tion [EPA-HQ-OPP-2015-0376; FRL-9936-48] re-
ceived November 17, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3490. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s final rule — Approval and Promulgation 
of Air Quality Implementation Plans; Vir-
ginia; Prevention of Significant Deteriora-
tion; Plantwide Applicability Limits for 
Greenhouse Gasses [EPA-R03-OAR-2015-027 4; 
FRL-9937-25-Region 3] received November 17, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added 
by Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

3491. A letter from the Director, Regu-
latory Management Division, Environmental 
Protection Agency, transmitting the Agen-
cy’s partial withdrawal of direct final rule — 
Significant New Use Rules on Certain Chem-
ical Substances; Withdrawal [EPA-HQ- 
OPPT-2015-0388; FRL-9936-98] (RIN: 2070- 
AB27) received November 17, 2015, pursuant 
to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3492. A letter from the Deputy Chief, 
ASAD, Wireless Telecommunications Bu-
reau, Federal Communications Commission, 
transmitting the Commission’s final rule — 
Application Procedures for Broadcast Incen-
tive Auction Scheduled to Begin on March 
29, 2016; Technical Formulas for Competitive 
Bidding [AU Docket No.: 14-252] [GN Docket 
No.: 12-268] [WT Docket No.: 12-269] [DA 15- 
1183] received November 16, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 
104-121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3493. A letter from the Assistant General 
Counsel for Legislation, Regulation and En-
ergy Efficiency, Office of Environment, 
Health, Safety and Security, Department of 
Energy, transmitting the Department’s final 
rule — Worker Safety and Health Program; 
Technical Amendments (RIN: 1992-AA50) re-
ceived November 10, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

3494. A letter from the Chief, Trade and 
Commercial Regulations Branch, U.S. Cus-
toms and Border Protection, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting the De-
partment’s final rule — Freedom of Informa-
tion Act Procedures, (RIN: 1651-AB05) re-
ceived November 17, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

3495. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s no-
tice — Medicare Program; CY 2016 Part A 
Premiums for the Uninsured Aged and for 
Certain Disabled Individuals Who Have Ex-
hausted Other Entitlement [CMS-8060-N] 
(RIN: 0938-AS37) received November 13, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3496. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s no-
tice — Medicare Program; CY 2016 Inpatient 
Hospital Deductible and Hospital and Ex-
tended Care Services Coinsurance Amounts 
[CMS-8059-N] (RIN: 0938-AS36) received No-
vember 13, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

3497. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Regulations and Reports Clearance, Social 
Security Administration, transmitting the 
Administration’s final rule — Federal 
Awarding Agency Regulatory Implementa-
tion of Office of Management and Budget’s 
Uniform Administrative Requirements, Cost 
Principles, and Audit Requirements for Fed-
eral Awards [Docket No.: SSA-2015-0022] 
(RIN: 0960-AH73) received November 16, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by 
Public Law 104-121, Sec. 251; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

3498. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
Major final rule — Medicare Program; Com-
prehensive Care for Joint Replacement Pay-
ment Model for Acute Care Hospitals Fur-
nishing Lower Extremity Joint Replacement 
Services [CMS-5516-F] (RIN: 0938-AS64) re-
ceived November 17, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104- 
121, Sec. 251; jointly to the Committees on 
Energy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

3499. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s no-
tice — Medicare Program; Medicare Part B 
Monthly Actuarial Rates, Premium Rate, 
and Annual Deductible Beginning January 1, 
2016 [CMS-8061-N] (RIN: 0938-AS38) received 
November 13, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; jointly to the Committees on En-
ergy and Commerce and Ways and Means. 

3500. A letter from the Deputy Director, 
ODRM, Department of Health and Human 
Services, transmitting the Department’s 
Major final rules — Final Rules for Grand-
fathered Plans, Preexisting Condition Exclu-
sions, Lifetime and Annual Limits, Rescis-
sions, Dependent Coverage, Appeals, and Pa-
tient Protections under the Affordable Care 
Act [CMS-9993-F] (RIN: 0938-AS56) received 
November 17, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); Added by Public Law 104-121, 
Sec. 251; jointly to the Committees on Ways 
and Means, Education and the Workforce, 
and Energy and Commerce. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 531. Resolution pro-
viding for consideration of the bill (H.R. 4038) 
to require that supplemental certifications 
and background investigations be completed 
prior to the admission of certain aliens as 
refugees, and for other purposes (Rept. 114– 
342). Referred to the House Calendar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. ELLISON (for himself, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. PETERS, 
Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. CARSON of Indi-
ana, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. MENG, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Ms. LEE, Mr. 
POCAN, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. NORTON, Mr. 
NADLER, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. CONYERS, 
Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM of New 
Mexico, Ms. JUDY CHU of California, 
Ms. EDWARDS, and Mr. VAN HOLLEN): 

H.R. 4055. A bill to amend title IV of the 
Social Security Act to address the increased 

burden that maintaining the health and hy-
giene of infants and toddlers places on fami-
lies in need, the resultant adverse health ef-
fects on children and families, and the lim-
ited child care options available for infants 
and toddlers who lack sufficient diapers, 
which prevents their parents and guardians 
from entering the workforce; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MICA: 
H.R. 4056. A bill to authorize the Secretary 

of Veterans Affairs to convey to the Florida 
Department of Veterans Affairs all right, 
title, and interest of the United States to the 
property known as ‘‘The Community Living 
Center’’ at the Lake Baldwin Veterans Af-
fairs Outpatient Clinic, Orlando, Florida; to 
the Committee on Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts (for 
herself and Mr. MEEHAN): 

H.R. 4057. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to establish a criminal viola-
tion for using false communications with the 
intent to create an emergency response, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHUSTER (for himself, Mr. 
JONES, Mr. GRAVES of Missouri, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, 
Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ABRAHAM, and Mr. KING of Iowa): 

H.R. 4058. A bill to require that in cases of 
health insurance coverage cancelled pursu-
ant to requirements under the Patient Pro-
tection and Affordable Care Act cancellation 
notices provided to enrollees include a state-
ment such cancellation is because of such 
Act; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mrs. BLACK (for herself, Mr. 
WELCH, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
and Mr. COLLINS of New York): 

H.R. 4059. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to encourage Medicare 
beneficiaries to voluntarily adopt advance 
directives guiding the medical care they re-
ceive; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce, and in addition to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. VARGAS: 
H.R. 4060. A bill to establish certain con-

servation and recreation areas in the State 
of California, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Mr. PALLONE (for himself and Ms. 
DELAURO): 

H.R. 4061. A bill to amend the Federal 
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to strengthen 
requirements related to nutrient informa-
tion on food labels, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. MARCHANT (for himself, Mr. 
BLUMENAUER, Mrs. BLACK, Mr. NUNES, 
and Mr. THOMPSON of California): 

H.R. 4062. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to remove the enroll-
ment restriction on certain physicians and 
practitioners prescribing covered outpatient 
drugs under the Medicare prescription drug 
program; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS (for himself, Mr. 
KIND, Miss RICE of New York, Mrs. 
WALORSKI, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. BOST, 
Mr. COFFMAN, Mr. ROSS, Mr. RYAN of 
Ohio, Mrs. RADEWAGEN, Mr. 
CRAWFORD, Mr. MICA, Ms. FRANKEL of 
Florida, Ms. KUSTER, Mr. MCCAUL, 
and Mr. WALZ): 
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H.R. 4063. A bill to improve the use by the 

Secretary of Veterans Affairs of opioids in 
treating veterans, to improve patient advo-
cacy by the Secretary, and to expand the 
availability of complementary and integra-
tive health, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs, and in addi-
tion to the Committee on Armed Services, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. CICILLINE (for himself and Mr. 
DOGGETT): 

H.R. 4064. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to allow the Secretary of 
the Treasury to withhold social security 
numbers on Form 990 from public disclosure; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida (for her-
self and Mr. YOHO): 

H.R. 4065. A bill to amend the Tariff Act of 
1930 to provide for a deferral of the payment 
of a duty upon the sale of certain used 
yachts, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 4066. A bill to enable high-perform-

ance computation and supportive research 
and nuclear energy innovation; to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. KIND (for himself and Mr. 
REICHERT): 

H.R. 4067. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to encourage retirement 
savings by modifying requirements with re-
spect to employer-established IRAs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and in addition to the Committee 
on Education and the Workforce, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mrs. LAWRENCE (for herself, Ms. 
VELÁZQUEZ, Ms. CLARKE of New York, 
and Mr. PAYNE): 

H.R. 4068. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently increase 
the limitations on the deduction for start-up 
and organizational expenditures; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. LOFGREN (for herself and Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi): 

H.R. 4069. A bill to amend title 18, United 
States Code, to prohibit the sale of firearms 
to individuals suspected of terrorism, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary. 

By Mr. MCNERNEY: 
H.R. 4070. A bill to direct the Adminis-

trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency to establish an emergency 
flood activity pilot program to assist flood 
response efforts in response to a levee failure 
or potential levee failure, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. POLIQUIN: 
H.R. 4071. A bill to direct the Adminis-

trator of General Services to establish a pro-
gram to sell Federal buildings that are not 
utilized to provide revenue for increases in 
social security benefits and military retire-
ment pay, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Oversight and Government 
Reform, and in addition to the Committees 
on Ways and Means, and Armed Services, for 
a period to be subsequently determined by 
the Speaker, in each case for consideration 
of such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY (for herself, 
Mrs. DINGELL, and Mr. BARTON): 

H.R. 4072. A bill to remove a restriction 
that prohibits the use of Federal funds to 
pay for maintenance of the memorial to 
honor Tomas G. Masaryk in the District of 

Columbia; to the Committee on Natural Re-
sources. 

By Mr. SCHIFF (for himself, Mr. 
BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. CARTWRIGHT, 
Mr. COHEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. DOLD, 
Mr. HONDA, Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. KUSTER, 
Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. WELCH): 

H.R. 4073. A bill to amend the National 
Child Protection Act of 1993 to establish a 
permanent background check system; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 4074. A bill to require the Secretary of 

Homeland Security to collect data regarding 
foreign travel, or repatriation, to the coun-
try of nationality or last habitual residence 
by an alien admitted to the United States as 
a refugee, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 
H.R. 4075. A bill to amend the Federal 

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act to establish 
new procedures and requirements for the reg-
istration of cosmetic manufacturing estab-
lishments, the submission of cosmetic and 
ingredient statements, and the reporting of 
serious cosmetic adverse events, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Ms. 
FUDGE, and Ms. TSONGAS): 

H.R. 4076. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to allow for payments to 
States for substance abuse services furnished 
to inmates in public institutions, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS (for himself, Mr. 
FLORES, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. OLSON, 
and Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia): 

H.R. 4077. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to provide for a Medi-
care established provider system under 
which providers of services and suppliers rep-
resenting a low risk for submitting fraudu-
lent Medicare claims are provided certain 
claim review protections; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, and in addition to the 
Committee on Energy and Commerce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. YOHO (for himself, Mr. JONES, 
and Mr. POSEY): 

H.R. 4078. A bill to authorize the Governor 
of any State in which it is proposed to place 
or resettle a Syrian refugee to refuse such 
placement or resettlement if the Governor 
makes certain certifications, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary. 

By Mr. EMMER of Minnesota: 
H.J. Res. 73. A joint resolution declaring 

that a state of war exists between the Is-
lamic State and the Government and the 
people of the United States and making pro-
vision to prosecute the same; to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MEADOWS: 
H. Con. Res. 94. Concurrent resolution ex-

pressing the sense of the Congress regarding 
the treatment of State Governors who have 
made a determination with respect to Syrian 
refugees; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and in addition to the Committee on Over-
sight and Government Reform, for a period 
to be subsequently determined by the Speak-
er, in each case for consideration of such pro-
visions as fall within the jurisdiction of the 
committee concerned. 

By Mr. TURNER (for himself, Mr. CON-
NOLLY, Mr. JORDAN, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. 
LIPINSKI, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. RYAN of Ohio, and Mr. 
GIBBS): 

H. Res. 532. A resolution recognizing the 
20th anniversary of the Dayton Peace Ac-
cords; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: 
H. Res. 533. A resolution expressing dis-

approval of the President’s plan to accept 
10,000 Syrian refugees; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. ELLISON: 
H.R. 4055. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Pursuant to clause 7 of Rule XII of the 

Rules of the House of Representatives, the 
following statement is submitted regarding 
the specific powers granted to Congress in 
the Constitution to enact the accompanying 
bill or joint resolution. Congress has the 
power to enact this legislation pursuant to 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Con-
stitution of the United States, which states: 

The Congress shall have the power to make 
all laws which shall be necessary and proper 
for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, and all other powers vested by this 
Constitution in the Government of the 
United States, or in any Department or Offi-
cer thereof 

By Mr. MICA: 
H.R. 4056. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 
The Congress shall have Power to dispose 

of and make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting the Territory or other Prop-
erty belonging to the United States; and 
nothing in this Constitution shall be so con-
strued as to Prejudice any Claims of the 
United States, or of any particular State. 

By Ms. CLARK of Massachusetts: 
H.R. 4057. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 

By Mr. SHUSTER: 
H.R. 4058. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8: The Congress shall 

have Power. . . to make all Laws which shall 
be necessary and proper for carrying into 
Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution 
into the Government of the United States, or 
in any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mrs. BLACK: 
H.R. 4059. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution, the Taxing and Spend-
ing Clause: ‘‘The Congress shall have Power 
To lay and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts 
and Excises, to pay the Debts and provide for 
the common Defence and general Welfare of 
the United States. . .’’ 

By Mr. VARGAS: 
H.R. 4060. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress shall have power to dispose 

of and make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States, as enumer-
ated in Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 of the 
U.S. Constitution. 
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By Mr. PALLONE: 

H.R. 4061. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution of the United States. 
By Mr. MARCHANT: 

H.R. 4062. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 clause 1 : The Congress 

shall have power to lay and collect taxes, du-
ties, imposts and excises, to pay the debts 
and provide for the common defense and gen-
eral welfare of the United States; but all du-
ties, imposts and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States; 

Article 1, Section 8, clause 18 : To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for 
carrying into execution the foregoing pow-
ers, and all other powers vested by this Con-
stitution in the government of the United 
States, or in any department or officer 
thereof. 

By Mr. BILIRAKIS: 
H.R. 4063. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to Article I, 

Section 8, Clause 1 of the Constitution of the 
United States and Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 7 of the Constitution of the United 
States. 

Article I, section 8 of the United State 
Constitution, which grants Congress the 
power to raise and support an Army; to pro-
vide and maintain a Navy; to make rules for 
the government and regulation of the land 
and naval forces; and provide for organizing, 
arming, and disciplining the militia. 

By Mr. CICILLINE: 
H.R. 4064. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 

By Ms. FRANKEL of Florida: 
H.R. 4065. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clauses 1, 3, and 18 of 

the United States Constitution, which re-
spectively grant Congress the power to lay 
and collect duties and imposts, to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations, and to make 
all laws which shall be neccessary and proper 
for the execution of those powers. 

By Mr. GRAYSON: 
H.R. 4066. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. KIND: 

H.R. 4067. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 7, Clause 1 
‘‘All Bills for raising Revenue shall 

orginate in the House of Representatives’’ 
By Mrs. LAWRENCE: 

H.R. 4068. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress shall have Power to lay and 

collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Excises, 
to pay the Debts and provide for the common 
Defence and general Welfare of the United 
States; but all Duties, Imposts and Excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United 
States. 

By Ms. LOFGREN: 
H.R. 4069. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution, which gives Congress the 
power ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, and among the several states, and 
with the Indian tribes.’’ 

By Mr. MCNERNEY: 
H.R. 4070. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8 of the United States 

Constitution. 
By Mr. POLIQUIN: 

H.R. 4071. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 grants Congress the 

power to ‘‘regulate Commerce with foreign 
Nations, and among the several States’’ 

By Ms. SCHAKOWSKY: 
H.R. 4072. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section VIII 

By Mr. SCHIFF: 
H.R. 4073. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Congress has the power to enact the Child 

Protection Improvements Act pursuant to ’ 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 18, the Necessary 
and Proper Clause. The Necessary and Prop-
er Clause supports the expansion of congres-
sional authority beyond the explicit authori-
ties that are directly discernible from the 
text. Additionally, the Preamble to the Con-
stitution provides support of the authority 
to enact legislation to promote the General 
Welfare. 

By Mr. AUSTIN SCOTT of Georgia: 
H.R. 4074. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1: ‘‘Congress 

shall have Power To . . . provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 4: ‘‘Congress 
shall have Power To . . . establish an uni-
form Rule of Naturalization.’’ 

Article I, Section 8, Clause 18: ‘‘Congress 
shall have Power To make all Laws which 
shall be necessary and proper for carrying 
into Execution the foregoing Powers, and all 
other Powers vested by this Constitution in 
the Government of the United States or in 
any Department or Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 
H.R. 4075. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. TURNER: 
H.R. 4076. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS: 

H.R. 4077. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. YOHO: 

H.R. 4078. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 Section 8 Clause 4 of the United 

States Constitution 
By Mr. EMMER of Minnesota: 

H.J. Res. 73. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I Section 8 of the Constitution of 

the United States: 
To declare war, grant letters of marque 

and reprisal, and make rules concerning cap-
tures on land and water; 

To raise and support armies, but no appro-
priation of money to that use shall be for a 
longer term than two years; 

To provide and maintain a navy; 
To make rules for the government and reg-

ulation of the land and naval forces; 

To provide for calling forth the militia to 
execute the laws of the union, suppress in-
surrections and repel invasions; 

To provide for organizing, arming, and dis-
ciplining, the militia, and for governing such 
part of them as may be employed in the serv-
ice of the United States, reserving to the 
states respectively, the appointment of the 
officers, and the authority of training the 
militia according to the discipline prescribed 
by Congress; 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 333: Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 
H.R. 344: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN, Mr. 

CLEAVER, Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New 
York, Ms. MATSUI, and Mr. TAKANO. 

H.R. 430: Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 
H.R. 525: Mr. SCOTT of Virginia. 
H.R. 556: Mr. BARLETTA and Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 604: Mr. LOUDERMILK. 
H.R. 619: Mr. LOBIONDO. 
H.R. 699: Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 

York. 
H.R. 775: Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. 

SWALWELL of California, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. PAYNE, Ms. BASS, Mr. 
ASHFORD, Ms. LORETTA SANCHEZ of Cali-
fornia, Mr. WALBERG, Mr. SCHRADER, Ms. 
GRAHAM, and Mr. BISHOP of Georgia. 

H.R. 776: Mr. ROONEY of Florida. 
H.R. 793: Mr. FARR and Mr. TONKO. 
H.R. 814: Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 816: Mr. LAHOOD. 
H.R. 836: Mr. REED, Mr. MCHENRY, and Mr. 

WENSTRUP. 
H.R. 842: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 845: Mr. HECK of Nevada. 
H.R. 879: Mr. YOUNG of Indiana. 
H.R. 911: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. 

GUTIÉRREZ. 
H.R. 924: Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 932: Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ of Cali-

fornia. 
H.R. 953: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 985: Mr. LOWENTHAL and Mr. 

DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 1061: Ms. TITUS, Mr. BEYER, Mr. 

REICHERT, Mr. VARGAS, Ms. WILSON of Flor-
ida, Mr. HUFFMAN, and Mr. KIND. 

H.R. 1076: Miss RICE of New York. 
H.R. 1153: Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 1188: Mr. HUNTER. 
H.R. 1192: Mr. LEWIS, Ms. LINDA T. SÁNCHEZ 

of California, Mr. SIRES, Mr. HONDA, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. PIERLUISI, and Mr. BARTON. 

H.R. 1197: Mr. LOBIONDO and Mrs. 
RADEWAGEN. 

H.R. 1206: Mr. GOSAR. 
H.R. 1218: Mr. BARTON and Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 1220: Mr. MCHENRY, Mr. CONYERS, Mrs. 

KIRKPATRICK, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. RENACCI, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. NEWHOUSE, and Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 1298: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 1299: Mr. POSEY. 
H.R. 1309: Mr. SHUSTER. 
H.R. 1312: Mr. NORCROSS. 
H.R. 1377: Mr. TAKAI and Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 1388: Mr. FARENTHOLD. 
H.R. 1439: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 1453: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 1457: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN. 
H.R. 1567: Mr. WELCH and Ms. PINGREE. 
H.R. 1655: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 1671: Mr. STIVERS. 
H.R. 1733: Mrs. WATSON COLEMAN and Mr. 

MCDERMOTT. 
H.R. 1751: Mr. ENGEL. 
H.R. 1769: Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. HUFFMAN, and 

Mr. NUGENT. 
H.R. 1786: Mr. BECERRA, Mrs. MIMI WAL-

TERS of California, Mrs. BROOKS of Indiana, 
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Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. COOK, and Mr. GRAVES of 
Missouri. 

H.R. 1854: Mrs. LAWRENCE and Ms. MCCOL-
LUM. 

H.R. 1887: Mr. SERRANO. 
H.R. 2017: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 2043: Mr. LANCE, Mr. CARSON of Indi-

ana, Mrs. ROBY, and Ms. MATSUI. 
H.R. 2058: Mrs. BLACKBURN. 
H.R. 2067: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 2083: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 2101: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY, Ms. MAXINE 

WATERS of California, and Mr. JEFFRIES. 
H.R. 2218: Mr. HANNA, Ms. BORDALLO, and 

Mrs. MILLER of Michigan. 
H.R. 2278: Mr. POMPEO. 
H.R. 2292: Mr. ROTHFUS. 
H.R. 2536: Mr. BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mex-

ico. 
H.R. 2540: Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2553: Mr. TAKAI, Ms. WILSON of Flor-

ida, and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 2675: Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 2680: Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 2698: Mr. HUNTER, Mr. AMODEI, and 

Mr. DENHAM. 
H.R. 2713: Mr. AGUILAR. 
H.R. 2739: Mr. LOBIONDO and Ms. NORTON. 
H.R. 2799: Mr. HIGGINS. 
H.R. 2844: Mr. PETERSON, Mrs. DINGELL, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Georgia, and Mr. YARMUTH. 
H.R. 2896: Mr. JOLLY. 
H.R. 2903: Mrs. LUMMIS and Mr. DUFFY. 
H.R. 2916: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 2917: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of Penn-

sylvania. 
H.R. 2931: Ms. ESTY and Mr. HANNA. 
H.R. 2989: Ms. BROWNLEY of California and 

Mr. ADERHOLT. 
H.R. 3024: Mr. PAULSEN and Mr. REED. 
H.R. 3048: Mrs. LOVE and Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 3136: Mr. BOST. 
H.R. 3190: Mrs. BEATTY. 
H.R. 3220: Mr. BOUSTANY and Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 3222: Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. LONG, Mr. 

BRIDENSTINE, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
Mr. FORBES, and Mr. DESANTIS. 

H.R. 3225: Mr. WALZ and Mr. ABRAHAM. 
H.R. 3244: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 3314: Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. MICA, Mr. 

JOYCE, and Mr. KELLY of Mississippi. 
H.R. 3321: Mr. ABRAHAM. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. WESTMORELAND and Mr. 

WOMACK. 
H.R. 3351: Ms. CLARKE of New York and Mr. 

TAKANO. 
H.R. 3359: Mr. WELCH and Mr. PETERS. 
H.R. 3381: Mr. LAMBORN, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. 

CULBERSON, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 3384: Ms. SCHAKOWSKY and Mr. CAPU-

ANO. 
H.R. 3399: Ms. NORTON, Mr. COHEN, Mrs. 

BEATTY, Ms. JACKSON LEE, and Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 3422: Mr. STUTZMAN. 
H.R. 3445: Ms. NORTON, Mr. PASCRELL, and 

Mr. WELCH. 
H.R. 3516: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona, Mr. 

FINCHER, Mr. LONG, Mr. HULTGREN, Mr. 
GIBBS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, Mr. FORBES, and Mr. 
PALMER. 

H.R. 3535: Mr. SWALWELL of California. 
H.R. 3539: Ms. JENKINS of Kansas. 
H.R. 3542: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 3573: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, Mr. 

MICA, Mr. DONOVAN, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. STIVERS, Mrs. ELLMERS 
of North Carolina, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. JOHNSON 
of Ohio, Mr. LONG, Mr. VALADAO, and Mr. 
ROKITA. 

H.R. 3632: Mr. PASCRELL. 
H.R. 3637: Ms. MOORE. 
H.R. 3696: Ms. MENG. 
H.R. 3706: Mr. POCAN and Mr. KINZINGER of 

Illinois. 
H.R. 3711: Mr. PIERLUISI, Mr. SERRANO, and 

Mr. Sablan. 
H.R. 3714: Mr. GIBSON. 

H.R. 3746: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 3750: Mr. GIBSON. 
H.R. 3760: Mr. HUFFMAN and Mr. FARR. 
H.R. 3765: Mr. VALADAO. 
H.R. 3802: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia. 
H.R. 3805: Mr. FORBES, Mr. KENNEDY, and 

Mr. THOMPSON of California. 
H.R. 3815: Mr. WEBER of Texas. 
H.R. 3832: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 3841: Mr. KIND, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-

fornia, and Mrs. LOWEY. 
H.R. 3845: Mr. YODER, Mr. SMITH of Mis-

souri, Mr. ALLEN, Mr. ADERHOLT, Mr. FOR-
TENBERRY, and Mr. MOOLENAAR. 

H.R. 3856: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 3914: Mr. WALKER. 
H.R. 3916: Ms. PINGREE and Mr. GRIJALVA. 
H.R. 3917: Mr. DOLD, Mr. BISHOP of Utah, 

Mr. MCCLINTOCK, Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. 
DELANEY, Mr. YARMUTH, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
CUMMINGS, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 
COOPER, and Mrs. KIRKPATRICK. 

H.R. 3920: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 3940: Mr. MARCHANT, Mr. AUSTIN 

SCOTT of Georgia, Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. POMPEO, Mr. WOODALL, Mr. MCKINLEY, 
Mr. LANCE, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. WESTMORELAND, Mr. MILLER of Florida, 
Mr. WITTMAN, and Mr. TIBERI. 

H.R. 3949: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H.R. 3952: Mr. MCGOVERN. 
H.R. 3956: Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
H.R. 3958: Mr. HONDA and Mr. KING of New 

York. 
H.R. 3973: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 3986: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 3988: Ms. BONAMICI. 
H.R. 3999: Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. HENSARLING, 

Mr. SCHWEIKERT, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. 
RATCLIFFE, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. WALKER, Mr. 
MEADOWS, Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. 
KNIGHT, Mr. BUCSHON, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. 
NEWHOUSE, Mr. COLLINS of New York, Mrs. 
BLACK, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. JENKINS of West Vir-
ginia, and Mr. MICA. 

H.R. 4000: Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. ASHFORD, and Mrs. WALORSKI. 

H.R. 4001: Ms. JACKSON LEE, Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of California, 
Mr. FORBES, and Mr. RATCLIFFE. 

H.R. 4002: Mr. FORBES and Mr. BISHOP of 
Michigan. 

H.R. 4003: Mr. RATCLIFFE. 
H.R. 4006: Mr. BLUMENAUER. 
H.R. 4016: Mr. KIND, Mr. TIBERI, and Mrs. 

NOEM. 
H.R. 4022: Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia and 

Mr. FORBES. 
H.R. 4023: Mr. BISHOP of Michigan. 
H.R. 4025: Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. 

SMITH of Texas, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. MICA, and 
Mr. GOWDY. 

H.R. 4031: Mr. JONES, Mr. GROTHMAN, and 
Mr. ROGERS of Alabama. 

H.R. 4032: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. MCCAUL, Mr. 
ZELDIN, Mr. MICA, Mr. BARTON, Mr. CARTER 
of Texas, Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. GOWDY, and 
Mr. TOM PRICE of Georgia. 

H.R. 4033: Mr. MICA. 
H.R. 4038: Mrs. HARTZLER, Mr. ASHFORD, 

Mr. CALVERT, Mr. OLSON, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-
souri, Mrs. WALORSKI, Mr. LANCE, Mr. 
GUINTA, Mr. EMMER of Minnesota, Mr. SMITH 
of Nebraska, Mr. BOST, Mr. WEBER of Texas, 
Mr. HOLDING, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. HEN-
SARLING, Mr. BARR, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. 
WILLIAMS, Mr. MEEHAN, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, 
Mr. GOWDY, Mr. ROUZER, Mr. BUCSHON, Mr. 
BILIRAKIS, Mr. BOUSTANY, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. BARTON, Mr. 
LAMBORN, Mr. MULLIN, Mr. TIPTON, Mr. TUR-
NER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. RATCLIFFE, Mr. 
WOODALL, Ms. GRANGER, Mr. CARTER of Geor-
gia, Mr. FLORES, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. WALK-
ER, Mr. VALADAO, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. 
FLEISCHMANN, Mr. GROTHMAN, Mrs. BLACK, 
Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
ZINKE, Mr. JENKINS of West Virginia, Mr. 

MESSER, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. BRADY of Texas, 
Mr. BURGESS, Mr. GOODLATTE, Mr. THORN-
BERRY, Mr. NUNES, Mr. MEADOWS, Mr. ROYCE, 
Mr. CLAWSON of Florida, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. 
PITTS, Mr. ABRAHAM, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Mr. 
CULBERSON, Mr. NEWHOUSE, Mr. ZELDIN, Mr. 
MICA, Mr. SHIMKUS, Mr. POE of Texas, Mr. 
CONAWAY, Mr. BISHOP of Michigan, Mr. 
POMPEO, Mr. GUTHRIE, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
CARTER of Texas, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. WESTERMAN, Mr. 
WOMACK, Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. REED, Mr. 
KLINE, Mrs. NOEM, and Mr. COSTELLO of 
Pennsylvania. 

H.R. 4048: Mr. MICA. 
H.J. Res. 71: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. 

FARENTHOLD, Ms. FOXX, Mr. BABIN, Mr. 
WESTERMAN, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. EMMER of Min-
nesota, Mr. BUCK, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. MESSER, and Mr. STIV-
ERS. 

H.J. Res. 72: Mr. KELLY of Mississippi, Mr. 
FARENTHOLD, Ms. FOXX, Mr. BABIN, Mr. 
WESTERMAN, Mrs. WAGNER, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-
fornia, Mr. CRENSHAW, Mr. CHABOT, Mr. 
MOOLENAAR, Mr. DESANTIS, Mr. WOMACK, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. SCALISE, Mr. EMMER of Min-
nesota, Mr. BUCK, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Geor-
gia, Mr. TIBERI, Mr. MESSER, and Mr. STIV-
ERS. 

H. Con. Res. 40: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 
H. Con. Res. 59: Mr. BRENDAN F. BOYLE of 

Pennsylvania. 
H. Con. Res. 75: Mr. LANCE, Mr. LAMBORN, 

Mr. MOULTON, Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. MILLER of 
Florida, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, and Mrs. LOWEY. 

H. Res. 110: Mr. CLAWSON of Florida and 
Mr. RUPPERSBERGER. 

H. Res. 220: Mr. ISRAEL, Ms. MAXINE 
WATERS of California, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, 
and Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois. 

H. Res. 296: Mr. HASTINGS. 
H. Res. 469: Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois, Mr. 

WEBER of Texas, and Mr. MILLER of Florida. 
H. Res. 514: Mr. GROTHMAN, Mr. KELLY of 

Mississippi, Mr. PETERSON, and Mr. LIPINSKI. 
H. Res. 530: Mr. ROONEY of Florida, Ms. 

NORTON, Mr. CRAMER, Mr. PITTENGER, Mr. 
WALBERG, Mr. BURGESS, Mr. YODER, Mr. 
NEUGEBAUER, Mr. PITTS, Mrs. BLACKBURN, 
Mr. LAMALFA, Mr. JODY B. HICE of Georgia, 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia, Mr. ADERHOLT, and 
Mr. FORBES. 

f 

CONGRESSIONAL EARMARKS, LIM-
ITED TAX BENEFITS, OR LIM-
ITED TARIFF BENEFITS 
Under clause 9 of rule XXI, list or 

statements on congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff 
benefits were submitted as follows: 

OFFERED BY MR. GOODLATTE 
The provisions that warranted a referral to 

the Committee on Judiciary in H.R. 4038 do 
not contain any congressional earmarks, 
limited tax benefits, or limited tariff bene-
fits as defined in clause 9 of rule XXI. 

f 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 

were deleted from public bills and reso-
lutions, as follows: 

H.R. 3403: Mrs. LAWRENCE. 

f 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
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36. The SPEAKER presented a petition of 

Mr. Gregory D. Watson, a citizen of Austin, 
TX, relative to urging Congress to propose, 
for ratification by special conventions held 
within the individual states, an amendment 
to the United States Constitution which 

would clarify that a declaration of martial 
law, or a suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus, does not prevent presidential and 
congressional elections from proceeding as 
scheduled and does not perpetuate a term- 
limited or defeated presidential or congres-

sional incumbent in office beyond the expira-
tion of the term to which that incumbent 
was last elected; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
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